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P R E F A C E 
"Ecce in catenarum silvam periculis et probis diffamatam in-
gredimur... J.B.Pitra,Analecta sacra II.p.xix. 
The subject of this thesis was suggested to me in the sum-
mer semester of 1925 by Professor Hans Lietzmann of the Theolog-
ical Faculty of Berlin University. I had gone to him seeking help 
on possible thesis subjects,and when he suggested the history of 
the exegesis of Acts in the early Greek Church based on a stu4y of 
the catena to Acts,! saw an opportunity to enter a field of researCh 
entirely new to me,yet one which I felt fitted to essay by my long 
training in Latin and Greek.After returning to Berlin from a three 
months trip to Palestine,! set to work in earn~st in October 1925 
on the problems involved in such a thesis,and for two ·and one half 
years,from that time to this,Frofessor Lietzmann has been my con-
stant adviser both in personal conferences and by correspondence. 
He has been unsparing in giving of his time and interest.To him I 
owe an immense debt of gratitude for the privilege of working this 
field under his personal guidance.It is especially a joy to acknow-
ledge my thankfulness to him because there has once again been il-
lustrated that higher community of scientific interest which leaps 
the barriers of nations and their political interests.Much of what 
ever I may be able to do in the field of productive scholarship in 
the future will be due to the inspiration which I have gathered 
not only from the scientific technique but even more from the per-
sonal enthusiasm for Biblical scholarship of Professor Lietzmann. 
I want also to express appreciation for the unfailingly 
friendly assistance which I found in the manuscript departments 
'~ ~zy;
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of the Staatsbibliotek on Berlin;the Bibliotheque Nationale of I 
Paris;the Vatican library;and the Pontifical Bibilical Institute 
of Rome. 
MY heartfelt thanks are also due to Professor W.J.Lowstut-
er of Boston University School of Theology who through the four 
years I sat in his classes encouraged me to "make my calling and 
' / 
election sure" in the field of New Testament scholarship ,and during 
' the three years of ~ foreign residence donstantly encouraged me 
in the work of the thesis.It was he who often wrote me,in the 
spirit if not in the exact words of Cornelius to his son Hierax: 
'tOt(; ~L~AtO~ CYOU O:U't"O flOVOV 1tp0CY€X€ qJt}..o}..oyuW KO:L 0:.1£ 1 O:U"t'(I)V OVl')CYLV e~et((l) 
And now I come to the close of this thesis and turn for 
the time being to the work of the pastorate,with the words of Jer-
emiah 40.4 in ~ ears:- "Nunc: ergo ecce solvi te hodie de catenis 
quae aunt in manibus tuis." 
(1} Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 531.10ff(ii cent. A.D.) 
•• 
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I N T R 0 D u c T I 0 N 
I • THJ.l.: PROBLEM 
The problem of this thesis,which is to write a history of 
the exegesis of Acts in the Greek Church down to the invention 
of printing,resolves itself for the most part into a study of 
the catena to Acts. Since the writings of the Fathers have been 
so carefully st»died in the last century,it would be possible to 
canvass the histories of early Greek Christian literature and sum-
marize what is known as to the exegetical writings of the Greek 
Fathers on Acts,but the results of this canvass would be meager as 
will appear in the last main section of this thesis.There is how-
ever another source for the history· of Greek exegesis which until 
recently has received but sl~ght attention,namely,the catenae.This 
source turns out to be of unexpected value in preserving to us 
remains from the classic period of Greek exegesis which would 
otherwise be entirely lost.There exists such a catena to Acts and 
its investigation is so important in the solution of our problem 
that the greater part of the attention of this thesis will be 
given to a study of this catena to Acts. Having solved the prob-
lems presented by the catena to Acts,the problem of writing the 
history of the exegesis of Acts becomes a comparatively simple 
task.Our first problem,then,is to investigate the catena to Acts, 
and to that I turn. 
1] 
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A. DEFINITION OF CATENA 
The close of the fifth century after Christ saw the end of 
the period of independent exegesis in the Greek church.There then 
~~ set in such a movement toward the compilation and preservation of 
the writings of the past as had taken place some centuries earlier 
in the rise of the Alexandrian school subsequent to the era of the· 
creative spirit in Greek classical literature. Attention was turn-
ed·to the past,to compiling and criticizing and evaluating the pro-
duc~s of the past. The form which this movement took was similar 
in both cases,-composite commentaries on the works of the great 
writers of the past composed of selections from commentaries upon 
them. Thus after the fifth century A.D. there arose compilers who 
set themselves the task of gathering the best from commentators on 
the bible and arranging these fragments in the form of a composite 
or chain commentary. Such a work is called a CATENA. "Unter einer 
Catene versteht man,im Gegensatz zu dem umfassenderen Namen Flor-
ilegium,ein Sammelwerk,welches speciell exegetische Aeusserungen 
vershhiedener Autoren ala Glieder einer grossen Kette aneinander-
reiht, urn ein biblisches Buch zu erklaren:dadurch soll der Leser 
in den Stand gesetzt werden,sich in jedem einzelnen Falle in kurz-
ester Frist mit den Ansichten der bedeutendsten Exegeten der Kirch~ 
bekannt zu machen und sich darnach seine eigene Meinung zu bilde~~t) 
This movement was accelerated by the desire to produce a uniform 
~ exegetical tradition from the fathers and a uniform confession. 
{1) Lietzmann: Catenen,p 1 
., 
I 
l J~ 
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Vfhat was being done in the field of dogmatics and creed needed to 
be done also for scripture exegesis. The lack of uniformity in 
the Fathers was on¥1 too evident as seen in the two schools,the 
Antiochian and Alexandrian. The Antioch school approximated our 
modern methods of presenting the natural,grammatical,and histori-
cal sense of the bible text,while the Alexandrian school stood for 
allegory and typology,often of the most unbridled and unlicensed 
sort. The increasing uniformity of creed and church organization 
demanded a corresponding uniformity of tradition in the exegesis 
of the scriptures.Hence the rise of this attempt to range repre-
sentatives of the two school side by side. Even those parts of her-
etical writers which appeared orthodox enough were sometimes in-
eluded on the theory that even a heretic could utter some truth. 
Such are the cases in the Acts catena where Didymus,Severus,and 
Origen are quoted although they had been declared heretics long 
before the compilation of the catena. For several centuries such 
compilers were active and their works were even printed and in 
fact held away down to the Reformation period. 
The word CATENA orgeL~a is a late name applied to this sort 
of commentary. It probably arosefrom its use in a Paris manuscript 
of 1660 giving the title of Thomas Aquinas' commentary on the gos-
pels as :Expositio continua •••• catena aurea justissimo titulo 
nuncupata". The great catena commentary on the Octateuch and 
;~ Kings,the Catena Lipsiensis,~~ft~hed by Nicephoros in 1??2 bore 
the Greek title: ~etp~ svo~ x~t ~eVT~xovT~ u~o~vtaTwv 
-4-
The XVI century codex Vaticanus gr.2240 on folio 56r uses the 
synonymous word ~Au~L<.The ancient words used to describe this 
type of compilation were:n~p~yp~~~t,uuv~ywy~,e~~y~~l~ ex OL«~opwv 
n~~spwv auAAsxBata~, e~~y~~txwv EKAoywv ent~o~~· 
A good graphic representation of the underlying idea of a catena 
is found in Codex Vat 755 of the XI century, a catena on Isaiah, 
which contains a picture of the prophets Isaiah surrounded by 
exegetes of the patristic period. 
A catena then was like a lense focusing into one the many 
rays of light streaming from the exegesis of the Fathers,or, to 
change the figure,like a mosaic picture whose stones,though of 
different form and size and color., unite to form one picture with-
gut at the same time losing their own original colors.The man 
for whom these works were assembled did not have the same crit-
ical interest in sources which a modern scholar has, but looked 
for edification.There thus arose an "e pluribus unum" summar-
izingthe teaching of the past and presenting as a unity that 
which had originally been the products of two quite distinct 
methods of exegesis. 
Such catenae were compiled for all the books of the Bible 
and lie today for the most part unedited in the libraries of 
Europe. It is not in the scope of this thesis to present a 
history of catena writers and their works. Such details can be 
found in Ehrhard(l).our task is to investigate the catena t9 
~eta and seek its contribution to the history of the exegesis 
., 
of Acts in the Greek church.Before we turn to this task,how-
ever,it will be necessary to discuss briefly the value of ca-
(l)Ehrhard in Krumbacher:Geschichte der Byzantin.Lit. 
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tenae for the various New Testament disciplines and to show the 
necessity of a critical study of this largely unexplored field. 
B.VALUE OF CATENAE FOR NEW TESTAMEliT STUDY 
(1) The catenae give at a glance the most important comments 
of the early church on any given verse of the Bible.Whatever the 
divergence between ancient and modern criteria of good exegesis, 
the modern student can not but be thankful to the compiler for 
gathering together what is probably the cream of ancient exeget-
ical thought. 
(2)It is not surprising that the amount of material direct-
ly apl\icable for modern exegesis is relatively small.He who ap-
proaches the Fathers of the ancient church in the hope of find-
ing material for present day uses will usually come away disap-
pointed.But such a man will make some findings which he can use, 
for the exegetes of the Antiochian school have shown such a cor-
rect view point and such skill in handling the sacred texts,that 
we today may learn from them. Julicher has called attention to 
the truly valuable contribution of Chrysostom to an understanding 
of the parables of Jesus(l). Bousset has likewise shown the great 
value of early Christian exegesis for our knowledge of the fig-
ure of the Antichrist{2 ).An extremely interpretation of the much 
A 
discussed passage Philippians 2.6,and one which points the way to 
the true meaning is found in the commentary of Theodore of Mop-
suestia(3).He interprets the words:oux ~pnay~ov ~Y~J~~o ~o etv~l La~ 
~E~ 
1 Die Gleichnissreden Jesi,p 225 ff 
2 Der Antichrist 
(3 Swete's edition of 1880,vol l,p 215ff 
J 
I 
I 
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by a popular expression ~eaning "to consider something as a good 
cathh" thus:"Christ did not consider the being on an equality 
with God as a good catch,a piece of good luck which he must at 
all costs hold on to,etc".Lightfoot had given the same inter-
\~ pretation using the same example from profane writers,without 
having known of this passage in ~heodore,apparently(l). 
(3) A subject as yet but slightly investigated but impor-
tant,is the extent to which the catenae throw light on the Bible 
text itself. The results for the New Testament text would be 
slight since we have such abundant manuscripts for it,but some 
scholars have ventured into the catenae for light on the text of 
the Septuagint. Field( 2 ) and Klostermann( 3 ) have both shown sam-
ples of what might be done along this line. 
(4) In like manner the catenae may serve as a control on 
the text of the Fathers,but always with the question whether 
the catenist has quoted his sources verbatim. 
(5) The prologs and other introductory matters in the ca-
tenae throw light on early church history,especially for the per-
iod in which the catenist lived.This would be a fruitful subject 
for a thesis in itself. Further, a study of the entire field of 
the catenae would show the variations in the center of gravity 
of exegetical interest for almost a milennium,as well as giving 
many glimpses into the formation of dogma. 
(6) The most important contribution both in bulk and value 
which the catenae offer is their preservation of material from 
authors who would otherwise be entirely lost to us.According to 
!llLightfoQt:St Paul~s E~mstle to the Philltpians,p 111 2 -Freld:Hexapla Or1gen1s,Oxford 1875 3 Klostermann:Analecta zur LXX,Leipzig,l895 
.. 
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Faulhaber(l) we owe to the catenae at least one half of our to-
tal exegetical inheritance from the Greek Fathers. Apart from 
the catenae,nothing has been preserved in Greek on the Catholic 
Epistles,and for the Pauline Epistles only the commentaries of 
Chrysostom and Theodoret although they were commented upon by at 
least a dozen ancient exegetes. As this thesis will later show, 
only Chrysostom's homilies on Acts have been preserved in direct 
tradition,although several Fathers wrote commentaries upon it. 
Large areas of the exegetical work of Clement of Alexandria,Hip-
polytus,Origen and Eusebius could be practically reconstructed 
from catena fragments.The scholia of Origen are preserved only 
in fragments in later writers,and a striking example of the value 
of catenae in supplementing the direct tradition of the text of 
Origen is found in ~~ostermann's new edition of the Homilies ofi 
Jeremiah,the Homilies on Kings, and the Commentary on Lamemtations. 
Only catena fragments of the Greek text of Irenaeus' "Contra Hae-
reses" are extant,and the first of the five books could be almost 
completely reconstructed from such fragments. This catena to Acts 
furnishes eleven such fragments. Fu~er, were it not fofthe ca-
tenae,we should know but little of the weitings of the heretics. J 
"The catenae, then,have a special and. unique value as preserving, 
however imperfectly,no small"mass of the work of the authors on 
whose writings,as a whole,a ban was set by later generations;and 
the study of catenae is therefore am indispensable preliminary 
to intelligent acquai1;f't/ance with the development of patristic v 
exegesis. 11 ( 2 ) 
(l)Faulhaber:Prophetenkatenen,p vii 
(2)C.H.Turner:Extra Vol Hastings Bible Diet. p 488 
l 
i . 
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C. lffiCESSITY OF A CRITICAL STUDY OF NEW TESTAMENT CATENAE 
(1) In comparison with the number of catena manuscripts and 
the problems whose solution they offer, but astoundingly little 
has been done. The words of Pitra in the seventies of the last 
century still apply:"Ecce in catenarum silvam periculis et probis 
diffamatam ingredirnur."(l)Every writer on the catenae emphasizes 
this fact.Two quotations will suffice to show the attitude of them 
all. 
In 1904 Turner wrote:"The subject of catenae was till quite 
lately an almost unexplored one;and no great advance can be made 
.in the study of them until more of the material that exists abun-
dantly in manuscripts has made its way into print. 11 ( 2 ) As late as 
1906 .Tiilicher wrote in his 'Einleitung': "Leider ist die grosse Ar-
beit der Verwertung dieser Gattuvg ~on Zeugnissen kaum begonnen. 
Die Katenen •••• sind grossenteils iiberhaupt nicht,die patristischen 
Texte vielfach ungeniigend herausgegeben." (3 ) 
(2) Not only has but little been done to examine the catenae, 
but most of that has been of a very unsatisfactory nature.The prin~~ 
ed editions rest usually on but one,and that often a late,manu-
. script.Apart from Faulhaber and Staab hardly anything of any ex-
tent has been published on a modern critical basis."Katenenstudien 
konnen nur dann einen Ertrag bringen,wenn sie auf die Handschrift-
•. en selbst bauen. So zahlreiche Edi tionen gerade auf dem ~ebiet 
der Paulusexegese auch vorhanden sind,so findet sich doch keine· 
einzige darunter,die fiiur eine wissenschaftliche Untersuchung eine 
1 Pitra:Analecta sacra II.p 19 
2 Turner:p 485,Extra Vol. Hastings Bible Dictionary 
3 p 550 
:. 
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genugende Grundlage bote.Keine dieser Editionen ist die Frucht 
einer quellenkritischen Untersuchung,es sind alle nur Wiedergaben 
von irgendwelchen Handschriften,die der Zufall dem Herausgeber in 
die Hand gespielt hat,-oft genug waren sie von recht minderwertiger 
Art." (l) Turner in lfis article says of the unsatisfactory nature 
of these editions:" Unfortunarely even the few texts that are 
printed,such as Oecumenius and Cramer,fall far below the stan-
dard required in a modern edition." Harnack's evaluation of the 
situation over thirty ago is still vaild: "Was bis jetzt dafiir 
geschehen ist,darf als ausserst unerhablich bezeichnet werden. 
Die vorhandeden Drucke stammen zum grossten Teil aus dem 16-18 
Jahrhundert und gehen auf Handschriftten zuriick,die sich eben 
den He·rausgebern boten.Aber eine kri tische Bearbei tung des Ma-
terials wird man von jenen Mannern nicht erwarten. Auch die in 
diesem Jahrhundert ershhienen Ausgaben der Catenen zum N.T. von 
J.A.Cramer lasst,was Vollstandigkeit betrifft,fast alles,was Ge-
nau'igkeit der Collation betrifft,sehr viel zu wiinschen iibrig. 11 ( 2 ) 
In the same vein spoke Heinrici in 1897:" In gedruckten Catenen 
liegt nur ein kli.~.~~er Teil der Vorhandenen Li teratur vor, und was 
gedruckt ist,ward nicht imrner mit Sachkenntnis ausgewahlt.Dies 
ist besonders J.A.Cramer zum Vorworf zu machen,der in den acht 
Banden,in denen er Catenen zum N.T. veroffentlichte,wie ein echt-
er Gelegenheitsarbeiter verfuhr."( 3 ) 
tB) These last references to the unsatisfactory work in the 
editions of Cramer will be seen in a fuller light as we advance 
1 Staab:Pauluskatenen,p 3 
2)Harnack:Gesch.d.altchr.Lit. erster Teil,p 835 
3)Heinrici:Bd 3,p 763 of Realency~lopadie. 
• 
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to the study of the catena itself. Cramer printed for Acta the 
XIII century Oxford manuscri~t New College 58+ which upon inves-
tigation proves to be the least reliable of all the catena man-
uscripts for Acts. In addition he had a friend of his in Paris 
collate those parts of the catena not assigned to Chryaostom,but 
this is an unstable basis for a critical edition if for no other 
reason than that the lemmata of both manuscripts for the Chrysos-
tom scholia are not uniform or reliable. 
{4) The most important reason for a critical stu~ of the 
catenae arises from the fact that,because they do preserve so 
much from the Fathers,a critical stu~ of them is absolutely in-
dispensable to any future critical edition of any of the Fathers. 
This poimt can scarcely be emphasized too much. It were but pia-
ing Ossa on Pelion to quote the numerous notices to this effect 
which I have assembled in my notes.As long ago as 1877 de Lagarde 
came forward with the demand that " eine systematische Benutzung 
der Catenen bei der Herausgabe eines Kirchenschriftstellers ganz 
unerlassliche Bedingung sei."(l) 
(5) A further reason for a critical investigation of the 
catenae is the fact that,before we can employ a catena as evi-
dence for the fragments of any given author quoted in it,we must 
study the catena as a whole,and ideally,we ought to have a large 
grasp on the entire field of catena literature. "Zutrauen zu jeder 
:~ Catenenuberlieferung werden wir vielmehr erst dann haben konnen, 
wenn wir die Arbeitsweise des Compilators untersucht haben und 
(l)in Symmicta,l877,p lOf 
'·' •, ~. 
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wissen,zu welchem Zwecke und unter welchen Gesichtspunkten er 
diesen oder jenen Autor excerpiert. Insbesondere wird bei jedem 
einzelnen Fragment die Umgebung sorgfallting zu prtifen sein." 
(1) 
This is strikingly evident in the Acts catena and will appear in 
a later section of the thesis. 
D. SPECIFIC STATEltlENT OF THE PROBLEM OF THE THESIS 
The purpose of this thesis is an investigation of the his-
tory of the exegesis of Acts in the Greek Church from the beginn-
ings down to the invention of printing and the Reformation,but the 
nature of the materials to be investigated leaves us with the rna-
jor problem of a critical study of the Acts catena,and then an 
account of the history of exegesis of Acts.The problem will be 
attacked under three main divisions:-
(1) An examination of the manuscript sources of the ca-
tena. 
(2) An examination of the sources used by the compiler 
of the catena together with a study of his date and methods. 
(3) On the basis of the above, an examination of the 
history of the exegesis of Acts in the Greek Church. 
This problem has never been worked out for Acts.The catena 
of Cramer,l838,is inaccunate and based on only one manuscript~ ~ 
~ there has never been a study of the sources of the catena;and so 
there has never been an account of the history of the exegesis of 
Acts. 
(l)Lietzmann,Catenen, p ?. 
• 
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II. HISTORY OF RESEARCH IN Tim FIELD OF CATENA LITERATURE 
The study of catena literature has received but relatively 
slight attention through out the history of the church. While 
the historical and literary sciences of the Renaissance_and the 
Reformation flowered out in the nineteenth century into most 
astounding results for the study of biblical literature, the 
field of patristic literature remained in the background, and 
the study of the catenae, being but a part of the larger field 
of patristics, received but scant attention. As far as I am 
able to ascertain, nothing has been contributed by American 
scholars other than slight references in commentaries to the 
work of Europeans on the catena literature. In direct and crea-
tive contributions in this field, we Americans have had no 
share. As far as !.know, this thesis is the first American 
attempt at any critical study of any portion of the great terri-
tories of catena literature, as yet so unexplored. 
It is not my purpose to reprint the lists of printed edi-
tions of the catenae. These may be found in admirable form in 
Ehrhard(l). The editions brought out in the eighteenth and 
nineteenth centuries leave almost everything to be desired in 
the way of a scientific handling of their manuscript sources. 
Many of them are based on but one manuscript and none of them 
on a collation of all available manuscripts. They were an 
immense advance and furnish the basis for all future work in 
(1) Ehrhard in Krumbacher's Gesch der Byzant.Lit. 2 Aufl. 
Munich 1897. 
I. 
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the field, but can hardly fall in with our present day ideas of 
critical work. This resume will rather be given to a review of 
the work done by scholars in evaluating and applying catena liter-
ature. As far back as the end of the seventeenth century we find 
a general consideration of catena literature as part of patristic 
literature, but only for the sake of completeness. The first to 
make anything like a worthwhile contribution was Richard Simon 
who in his Histoire critique des principaux commentateurs du Nov-
eau Testament, Rotterdam, 1693, chapter 32, p 422ff gave among 
other matter valuable hints on manuscripts in the library at 
Paris. But the slow progress in this field is evident from the 
fact that the eighteenth century has but three names to offer. 
In 1707 Th.Ittig published at Leipzig his "De bibliothecis et 
catenis patrum variisque veterum scriptorum ecclesiasticorum 
collectionibus ••• tractatus" which is purely a bibliography of 
editions of the fathers and catenae. In a monograph published 
1712 at Wittenberg, Wolf treats all of the supposed earliest cat-
ena writers, Olympiodorus, Oecumenius and Nicetas, passes on to 
bibliographical matters, adding some details to Ittig, and then 
handles quite exhaustively the English manuscripts. Even today 
a student may profitably use this work of Wolf's. In 1762 J.F.S. 
Augustin brought out his "De catenis graecorum patrum in Novum 
Testamentum observationes" at Halle, in which he treats only of 
New Testament catenae, especially those of Theophylact, Euthymius 
~ Zigabenus, Oecumenius, Andreas and Arethas. 
The nineteenth century has a somewhat longer list to add. 
· 1 "'ork and one that is still the "standard '., The greatest sing e .. 
work" in this field appeared in 1802 as volume 8 of J.A.Fabricius' 
"Bibliteca Graeca" edited by G.Ch.Harles at Hamburg,pp637-700, 
• 
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"De catenis patrum graecorum in S.Scripturae libros." This 
work, even today indispensable, contains lists of all printed 
and manuscript catenae so far as known at that time. Here one 
finds not only exact details of all printed editions of cat-
enae and their sources, but the manuscript catalogs of European 
libraries have been examined for manuscript~. There are care-
fully compiled lists of the authors appearing in the catenae 
through which one learns not only who is cited but how often 
and where. Later in this century appear two names deserving 
mention for their editions of catena fragments from Vatican 
manuscripts. These works however surpass in extent their value 
as critical sources. Angelo Mai brought out the following 
prodigious works: (a) Scriptorum veterum nova collectio e 
Vaticanis codicibus, Romae,l825-38,10 volumes; (b) Classici 
Auctores e Vaticanis codicibus,Romae,l828-38,10 volumes; (c) 
Nova Patrum Bibliotheca,Romae, 1844-54,? volumes. J.B.Pitra 
in his Analecta Sacra specilegio solesmensi parata,Paris,l8?6-
84,volume 2,page 349 f,used Vatican manuscripts of catenae for 
reconstituting parts of the works of Origen. In the Studien 
und Kritiken for 1831, Retteg discussed "Die Zeugnisse des 
Andreas und Arethas von Caesarea fur die Echtheit der Apokal-
ypse, a work today out of date. A work of a purely biblio-
graphical nature, continuing the older works of Ittig and Wolf 
was that of ItG.Dowling "Notitia scriptorum SS.Patrum aliorumque 
veteris ecclesiae monumentorum,quae in collectionibus anecdo-
torum post annum Christi lillCC in lucero editis continuentur," 
Oxford 1839. Similar in execution was the earlier work of 
I.G.Walch revised and brought out by Danz at Jena in 1834, 
"Bibliotheca patristica •••• de bibliothecis,collectionibus,cat-
~~~-~~----~~--------------------
•• 
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enis et chrestomatiis Patrum et patristicis." Here should also 
be mentioned the beautifully printed but critically almost 
worthless eight volumes of J.A.Cramer, who in the first half of 
the century printed catenae on the entire New Testament. As we 
have already shown above, these editions were based on entirely 
insufficient manuscript evidence. The treatment of the catena 
on Acts to appear later will make all this clear. 
It was not until about the last third of the last century 
that the world of New Testament scholarship began to realize 
the importance of catena scholia for many New Testament prob-
lems. Franz Overbeck began this movement with his article: 
"Die sogenannten Scholien des Oekumenius zur Apokalypse" in 
which he concluded on the basis of codex Coisl 224 at Paris 
that the commentary does not belong to Oecumenius at all. (l) 
In 1872 Pusey used catena manuscripts to reconstitute the last 
two books of the commentary of Cyrill on John. (2 ) In like man-
ner Swete restored the Greek text of Theodore of :Mopsuestia's 
commentary on the lesser Pauline epistles already extant in a 
Latin translation by extracting it from codex Coisl 204 of the 
XI century. (3 ) Ten years earlier P.de Lagarde had already 
strongly asserted that a systematic use of the catenae was in-
dispensable to any critical editing of the church fathers, al-
though his own examples for the importance of the Catena Lip-
(4} 
siensis were far from successful • 
1 (2 
(3 
(4) 
Theodore Zahn was the first modern scholar who set him-
Zeitschrift fur wissen.Theologie 7 p 192ff. 
S.Cyrilli Alex. In D.Iohannis evangelium,3 vols,Oxford 1872· 
Theod.episcopi Mopsuestiae quae supersunt in epist.b.Pauli 
commentaria,2 vols,Cambridge, 1880-82. 
Gettinger gel.Anzeige 1870,p801 ff. 
-16-
self the task of investigating a complete catena. While 
seeking data for the commentary of TheorJhilus of Antioch on 
the Song of Songs, he proved by as thorough an analysis as 
was possible without the use of further manuscript evidence, 
that the catena of Procopius on the Song of Songs had used as 
(l) 
a source the catena printed by Meursius. Later in the 
Supplementum Clementinum he gathered_ together the catena frag-
ments of Clement of Alexandria on the basis of two Munich manu-
scripts.(E) P.Wendland in his search for fragments of Philo 
worked through the catena commentary of Procopius of Gaza on 
the Octateuch and showed its close relationship with the wide-
spread and already known Catena Lipsiensis of the great catena 
on the Octateuch.( 3 } The next year L.Cohn went one step fur-
ther and asserted that the Catena Lipsiensis was the great 
work of Procopius on theOctateuch until then held for lost.(~) 
Wendland agreed with Cohn in the Nacht~ag of the same number 
of the Jahrbuch,p 490. With this insistence on the importance 
of the catenae for any edition of the church fathers,E.Preuschen 
thDroughly agreed in l1is section of Harnack's Geschichte der 
altchristlichen Literatur. He also gave a list of all printed 
catenae and one of manuscripts, a list which today stands in 
need of enlargement and revision. Four years later A.Ehrhard 
brought out his second edition of his section of Krumbacher's 
Geschichte der byzantinischen Literatur in which he treated in 
masterful fashion the whole field of biblical catenae,giving 
(1) Forschungen z.Gesch.des Kanons,II.p238ff,l883. 
1
2) Ibid III.p4ff,l884. 
3 ·Neucentdeckte Fragmente Philos,Berlin 1891. 4~ Jahrbuch f.protest.Theologie III.p 4?5-492,1892. 
•• 
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improved lists of printed and manuscript sources. 
Meanwhile A.E.Brooke had discussed the catena manuscript 
of the gospel of John.(l) Four years later E.Bratke on the 
basis of two Munich manuscripts handled "Die vornicinischen 
Kirchenvater in der ungedruckten Katene des Nicetas zum Evan-{2) 
gelium Johannis" and the next year recognized the identity 
of a commentary on the Song of Songs contained in the codex 
Monac.gr.l3l with the commentary of Procopius, (3 ) In 1897 
L.Eisenhofer prepared a comprehensive index of all foreign 
matter in the comme~tary of Procopius at the same time crit-
icizing the position of Cohn.( 4 ) 
E.Klostermann who had already in 1894 shown the use of 
the homilies of Origen by the Octateuch catena( 5 ), three years 
later evaluated the catenae as sources for Origen's homilies 
( 6) ( ) 
on Jeremiah. In 1896 N.Bonwetc.h 7 gave a thorough treat-
ment of the witnesses for the text of his edition of the com-
mentary of Hippolytus on Daniel which he brought out in 1897 
as one of the volumes of the edition of the church fathers under 
the supervision of the Commission of the Royal Prussian Academy 
of Sciences at Berlin. Not so well done was the work of H. 
Achelis in the collection of catena fragments in the same vol-
ume of the Berlin corpus, since his methods are not sufficiently 
critical. 
To these names should be added the articles on catenae 
and their compilers in such works as the Realencyclopidie fur 
Texts and Studies,I.4. p 19 1891. 
Studien und Kritiken,l895,pp36lff. 
Zeit.f.wissen.Theol. l896,pp 303 ff. 
Procopius of Gaza,Freiburg 1897. 
Texte und Untersuchungen,XII.3,1894. 
same,Neue Folge !.3,1897. 
Nachrichten d.K.Gesellsch.d.Wiss.zu Gottingen,phil-hist 
Klasse,l896 pp 16-42. 
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protestantische Theologie with its splendid article by Heinrrci; 
in the Kirchenlexicon of Wetzer und Welte; and in Smith and Wace: 
A Dictionary of Christian Biography., Literature, Sects and Poe-
trines. 
The turn of the century saw a promising advance into the 
dark forest of catena problems, which the twentieth century has 
failed to carry forward in an adequate way. In 1897 Hans Lietz-
mann published his "Catenen: :Mitteilungen iiber ihre Geschichte 
und handschriftliche Ueberlieferung" in which he discussed the 
nature and value of catenae, the history of work done in their 
unravelling, andmuch detail as to the form in which catenae 
appear in the manuscripts, together with the promise and the 
samples of a catalog of catena manuscripts for .the future. This 
he brought out in 1902 in connection with G.Karo as the "Caten-
(1) 
arum graecarum Catalogus". The authors searched the libraries 
of Europe and built a catalog of catena manuscripts which is to-
day absolutely indispensable. They attempted to range the n1anu-
• 
scripts according to the various types of catena for any given 
New Testament book, but future scholars who attack single prob-
lems will have to enlarge and amend much that is the:rein. K. 
Staab in his "Pauluskatenen" has done this for the Pauline epis-
tles, and in this thesis on Acts I have listed many manuscripts 
· not· mentioned by Karo and Lietzmann. During these same years M. 
Faulhaber was publishing prolific articles on this field. By 
,. 1899 he had already brought out his "Die Propheten-Catenen nach 
romischen Handschriften" a thoroiighgoing investigation of the 
catenae on the prophets but with the limitation of being confined 
(I) Nachr.d.K.Gesellschaft. d.Vliss.zu .G<)tt.phil-hist Klasse ,1902. 
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to manuscripts in Roman libraries. His work however laid the 
paths in which all later investigators must walk. In 1901 he 
described a manuscript of a catena containing the commentary 
of Hesychius of Jerusalem on thePsalms. (l) In 1902-3_he dis-
cussed the Hohelied,Proverbien und Prediger Katenen; (~)in 1903 
he listed the "Katenenhandschriften der spanischen Biblioteken"( 3 ) 
and in 1909 he published an important article on the signifi-
cance of catena research and laid down the paths by which it 
could best be carried on, with special emphasis on the necessity 
of having photographic copies of catena manuscripts. (4 ) The 
same year he contributed an article "Babylonische Verwirrung 
in griechischen Namensigla"(5) showing the importance and lim-
itations of the lemmata. 
Meanwhile Von Soden in 1902 brought out his colossal work, 
"Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments in ihrer altesten erreich-
baren Textgestalt" in which he gave considerable space to the 
catenae, attempting to cover the entire field of New Testament 
catenae, giving not only lists of all the manuscripts he could 
find, but an attempted analysis of the various types into which 
a catena on a given book falls. His work is indispensable for 
the student because of its convenience, but is by no means in-
fallible and must be used with caution. Staab has shown errors 
in Von Soden's work, and this thesis has found some places need-
ing correction. 
·~ In 1909 J.Sickenberger investigated the catenae in order to 
recover Titus of Bostra's commentary on Luke. (6 ). Meanwhile Lietz-
1 Theologische Quartalschrift,l90l,pp218-232. 
2 Theologische Studien der Leo Gesellschaft zu Wien. 
3 Byzantinische Zeitschrift I. 
4 Byzant.Zeitschrift IS,pp 383-393. 
5 Oriens Christianus 1909. 
6 Texte und Untersuchungen,l909 pp 63-108. 
• 
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mann's Catenenstudien brought forth but two works, both of them 
limited in their sources and of no great critfual value,- a short 
work by Otto Lang on the catena to I Corinthians on the basis of 
codex Vaticanus 762; the other a monograph by Otto Hoppmann in 
Leipzig 1912 on the catena of Vat gr 1802 on the Proverbs need 
not detain us here. In 1904 an English scholar, C.H.Turner had 
contributed a lengthy article in the extra volume of Hastings 
Dictionary of the Bible, promising to give a resume of the en-
tire exegesis of the Pauline letters in the Greek church, but 
he was limited to printed materials only which are insufficient 
for his purposes. He saw clearly the complicated problems but 
without an analysis of the manuscript sources it was impossible 
for him to give critically satisfactory results. 
A comparative lull of some fifteen years followed this 
apparently promising beginning. In 1912 appeared an article by 
Joseph Deconinck: Essai sur la chaine de l'Octateuque avec une 
edition des commentaires de Diodore de Tarse, and in the same 
year, L.Thomas brought out at the Papal Biblical Institue at 
Rome, but only in lithograph form, his two volumes of "Les col-
lections anonymes de scolies grecques aux Evangiles." It is 
occupied with the gospel commentary called (Antiochian) by Von 
Soden of which a vast number of manuscripts are extant. The 
author not only treats of the contents and character of this 
commentary in the several distinct types of recension attested 
,~ by the manuscripts, but reproduces the scholia hitherto but 
imperfectly known of the important Codex Palatinus gr 220. In 
1923 Ugo Bertinis contributed an article to Biblica on "La 
Catena Greca in Giobbe" and the next year R. DevEesse wrote on 
"La cha~ne sur les Psaumes de Daniele Barbaro". (l) The same 
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year Louis Maries published his article on 11 Le commentaire de 
Diodore de Tarse sur les Psaumes; examen sommaire et classe-
ment provisoire des elements de la tradition manuscrite 11 ( 2 ); 
this was Tollowed by a discussion by R.Devresse. (3 ) 
Then in Biblica for l924,pp 296-353 appeared the critical 
and scientific ·work of Karl Staab of Munich: "Die griechischen 
Katenenkommentare zu den katholischen briefen" giving a master-
ful and thorough description of the manuscript sources, and an 
analysis of the authors quoted, a discussion of the problems .of 
the date and personality of the author, finishing with a resume 
of the history of the exegesis of the Catholic Epistles in the 
Greek church. His results were summarized and approved by Prof. 
J.H.Ropes of Harvard in his article: "The Greek Catena to the 
Catholic Epistles" in the NOTES of the Harvard Theological Re-
view,-- 383ff, October 1926. Lastly in 1926 the Pontifical 
Bible Institute of Rome brought out Staab's voltme of nearly 
300 pages, "Die Pauluskatenen", in which he examines the catena 
manuscripts for the Pauline letters, analyzes them, arranges 
them according to types of recension, evaluate~ them and has 
produced the last word up to date in the field of aatena re-
search. He has used the results of his predecessors but has 
gone beyond them, notably Von Soden. 
It is into the field of catena research on the Acts that 
this thesis ventures to enter. It is dependent at almost every 
:t. step on the work of previous scholars in the general field of 
(ll (2 
(3 
Revue Biblique,l924,-- 65-81. 
Revue de l'Orient chretien 3, serie 4,1924,-- 58-189. 
Revue Biblique 34,1925 -605f. 
l 
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the catenae. Its claim to any originality lies first, in the 
fact of my having personally seen and used the manuscripts in 
their homes in the libraries of Europe or photographic repro-
ductions which I have had made of them when I could not reach 
the original; only in a few minor cases have I quoted manu-
scripts on the evidence of another; secondly in having given 
a more thorough analysis of the sources than any previous la-
borer in the field. A pigmy standing on the shoulders of a 
giant can see farther than can the giant • 
•• 
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THE PROBLEM . WORKE:D OUT 
I. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE TEXT OF THE CATENA 
A. DETERMINATION OF Tim MANUSCRIPTS 
The starting point for determining the manuscript sources of 
the catena on Acts is Fabricius-Harles:BIBLIOTHECA GRAECA,volume 
viii,pp 637 ff.Harles gives the manuscripts known to him and their 
location. Exactly one hundred years later,in 1902,appeared Karo-
Lietzmann•s: Catenarum graecarurn catalogue with a list of all the 
manuscripts of the Andreas catena known to them.The authors omit 
Athas Pantel 770 and Jerusalem,Monastery of the Cross 25,but give 
several manuscripts which they correctly call abridgments of An-
dreas. In addition to this catalog, I was able to consult Prof. 
Lietzmann's own unpublished notes on manuscripts of the Synodal 
Library in Moscow. In the same year,l902 appeared the most com-
plete catalog of catena manuscripts for the New Testament which we 
have,together with attempts at their classification,that by Von 
Soden in his work: Die Schriften des Neuen Testaments in ihrer alt~ 
eaten erreichbaren Textgestalt, vel l.Von Soden offers a list of 
all the manuscripts available to him under the classification of 
the Andreas,Oecumenius,Textus Alter,and Theophylact types,together 
with a discussion of the characteristics of each type.Although his 
work is valuable, it needs correcttion and enlargement. In my re-
search,! have found at least four manuscripts unrecorded by him, 
and have not been able to follow him in all points in his discus-
sion of the history of the recensions. The data for the age of the 
manuscripts may be checked up by using Gregpry's lists in the 1908 
edi tlon of his "Die griechischen Handschriften des Neuen Testaments~ 
·-----~~-~--~~-------------~ 
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To the above lists and catalogs whould be added the first 
hand consultation of the printed and hand written catalogs of 
the libraries in Europe. In this way I uncovered one manuscript, 
Codex Laur.VIII.l9 not found in any hitherto printed work on the 
catenae. 
B. A STUDY OF THE EXTERNAL FEATURES OF CATENA MANUSCRIPTS 
The purpose of this thesis does not call for a detailed 
stu~ of the external features of catena manuscripts in general. 
This has been most admirably done by Lietzmann in his monograph, 
"Catenen" and by Faulhaber in his articles mentioned in the bib-
liography. I shall summarize this material and show how it ap-
plies to the manuscripts of the catena to Acts. 
These manuscripts fall into two of the four classes men-
tioned by Faulhaber(!) and this classification is followed by 
Staab. (2 ) 
The more common and the older form is the RAHMENKATENE • 
In this form the biblical text stands in the center of the page 
surrounded on the three outer edges in such fashion that when 
the codex lies flat open,the two pages present a portion of text 
surrounded on all sides by commentary like a picture in its frame. 
The manuscripts vary in the number of lines of text,Coisl 25 hav-
ing two lines,Paris 221 has seven,and Paris 216 has the bible 
text in two columns surrounded by a frame of 100 lines in extreme-
• ly small script. 
(1) 
(2) 
Faulhaber:Propheten-katenen, ·P 2-3 
Staab:Pauluskatenen,and Kath. 
,. 
!I j 
l 
!I 
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The second form is called by Faulhaber and Staab the BREIT-
KATENE,which I have called the COLUMN CATENA. In this case the 
commentary is written in cmlumns in continuous form and the bible 
text is an integral part of the column. In Barb 582 there are two 
,., columns to a page,and the initial letters of the bible text are 
larger and often pushed out into the margin at the left.Paris 223 
and Coisl 26 are good examples of the case where the commentary 
takes the entire width of the page in but one column.Here the 
bible text is a ~art of the commentary but in red. 
(l) (2) 
Lietzmann and Faulhaber have treated the still more important 
matter of the lemmata or names. No two manuscripts of the Andreas 
catena present exactly the same lemmata through out. 
The oldest practice was to write the name of the author in 
black uncials every time it occured.This practice appears for ex-
ample in codices Paris 155 and 156,both of the X century,though no~ 
in the Acts catena manuscripts. 
This style of writing names was superseded for the sake of 
clarity by the style of writing in the names in red or other color 
ink,as we find in the Andreas catena.This was a prolific source of 
mistakes,for a copyist would write the entire page with his black 
ink leaving a space for the names to be put in in color.Then in 
returning to fill in the names in color,he would overlook many 
~lank spaces,thus allowing the next copyist to attach the passage 
to the preceding author. Sometimes the name would be in black ex-
cept for the initial letter standing in the margin,and the copyist 
(1) Lietzmann: Catenen 
(2) Faulhaber:Babylonische Verwirrung in griechischen Namensigla", 
Oriens Christianus 7(1909) 
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would forget to put in the colored letter.The next man using the 
manuscript,not knvwing how to fill out the name,would omit it, 
thus leaving the scholion fatherless. Thus an u-ro( became a.u'te' 
and anE'tP0 'became aniTe'tpo' .Thus scholia from one author were as-
cribed to another. 
Another source of error was the practice of removing the 
names from the coneext to the margin and marking the connection 
by an arbitrary sign;this easily becrune lost and the passage be-
came authorless. 
Where several scholia are from the same author,those after 
one 
the first are marked -rou a.u-rou or xo:l fl£T GAt yo. but whe~ of the 
scholia was transposed, the-rou o:u-rou did not usually fit the new 
author which it followed,and thus scholia were assigned to wrong 
authors.This occurs in our catena several times which will appear 
in the analysis of sources. 
Perhaps the most frequent source of error was the practice of 
abbreviating names very similar in appearance.Thus Theodore and 
Diodor and Theodoret easily became confused,as did the names Se-
verus and Severianus;rnnoAu-rou ancrrou a.u-rou ;Didymus and Dio-
dor;Gregory of Nyzza and Nazianzus.Examples areseen in the anal-
ysis of sources. 
This general outline will suffice for the AEts catena manu-
scripts.It is the task of this thesis to aplly these facts to the 
manuscripts of the And£eas catena. 
·--:-~-----,-====="""""""-................. ========· ···"'""'~ 
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C. DESCRIPTION OF THE MANUSCRIPTS 
The oldest catena on Acts, known as the Andreas catena, 
which is the source of all the other commentaries on Acts until 
the Renaissance,is preserved to us in the following manuscripts. 
The letters COISL are an abbreviation of the word Cois-
linianus,a designation of certain manuscripts now in the Bibli-
otheque Nationale in Paris;here also are the codices marked simply 
'Paris'. As we are dealing exclusively with Greek manuscripts,! 
have dropped in all cases the addition of the word 'graecus'.The 
numbers in parenthesis immediately following the name of the codex 
re~er to the numbers assigned to these manuscripts in the catalogs 
of Von Soden and Gregory,respectively. In reference to Faulhaber's 
terminolo~,I have used the terms 'frame catena' for his 'Rahmen-
katene' and 'column catena' for his 'Breitkatene.' 
(A) Manuscripts containing the entire catena. 
1. C6DEX 25 JERUSALEM MONASTERY OF THE CROSs( A1tP10J.1895) 
Parchment;end of IX century; 340 folia;catena on Acts and 
Catholic Epistles;lacks beginning and end;came originally from 
Calabria. I have been unable to consult this manuscript,but the 
catalog of Papadopulos ~ist all the lemmata which appear in other 
manuscripts of this catena. 
2.CODEX COISLIN 25 (Anp 11;307) 
Paris,Bibl.Nationale 
Parchment;X oentury;frame catena;254 folia(fol 189 twice); 
fol 5-190 catena on Acts;l91-254v on Catholic Epistles. The Acts 
'I 
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catena bears the title:EPMHNEIA TQN ITPAEEQN TOr XPT~O~TOMOT KAI 
ETEPQN M AiJ?OIJQN 
Lemmata and text are 
red.This manuscript is the most complete and next to Jerusalem 25 
Monastery of the Cross the oldest ,and is the best witness for the 
catena to Acts.Cramer had it collated for his edition of New Col-
(~ ledge 58,but only for those portions not assigned there to Chryso~ 
tom,Cramer,p xii. Extensive collation made by myself personally 
shows that in the main Cramer's collation is reliable.This colla-
tion appears in the apendix to Cramer,vol 3,pp 425-45l.See append~ 
to this thesis for photographic copy. 
.. 
Rome,Vatican Library 
Parchment;XI century(l);298 folia( 2 );two columns to a folio; 
column catena form;written in unusually clear and beautiful hand. 
The lemmata stand usually in the column,at times on the margin; 
~he initials always on the margin.The lemmata are now written in 
full,now more or less abbreviated.Bible text,lemmata,and initials 
are red.The usual abbreviations occur,as e,,~p,t{,~~~~va,tA~~~na 
and in word endings.The manuscripts contains the catena on Acts in 
folia 1-230 under the title EPMHNEIA TQN ITPAEEQN TOr XPr~O~TOMOr KAI 
ETEPQN 6IA~OITQN EEHrHTQN In addition to the summary 
of chapters as given in New College 58(Cramer) there is also the 
account of the journeys of Paul as in Coisl 25.Folia 230~295 con-
tain the catena to the Catholic Epistles. I personally collated 
(1) So Staab:Kath,p 299 dates it XII;and Gregory XIV. 
(2) The folio numbers go to and include 295;262 is lacking,and 
after fol 35,90,9l,and 96 one folio each is unnumbered. 
• 
• 
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the entire manuscript of the Acts catena with New College 58(Cra-
mer). See appendix for photographic copy.Toward its close,this 
manuscript omits large sections of the catena:e.g.Cramer 401.19-
402.15;405.21-28;411.11-17;413.16-19;417.31-419.25;421.15-28. It h 
has in common with Coisl 25 those sections which do not appear in 
New College 58. 
4.CODEX PARIS 22l{Axp21;610) 
Paris,Bibl. Nationale. 
Parchment;XII century;l77 folia;frame oatena;lemmata and in-
itials red. Catena to Acts fol 1-143v;Catholic Epistles,fol·l44-
177. It lacks Acts 8.7-23;10.11-13;20.28-22.3. I made extensive 
collations of this manuscript with New College 58{Cfamer) • 
5. CODEX 58 NEW COLLEGE Oxford (Axp 20;36) 
Parchment;XII/XIII century;245 folia;frame catena.Cramer print 
ed this manuscript in his Acta catena of 1838.The manuscript con-
tains the catena to Acts and Catholic Epistles,but lacks the sum-
mary of chapters and the imtnerary of Paul;they may have been part 
of the manuscript originally "quia desunt prima folia.~{1) It does 
lack several sections of the catena which appear in Cois1 25 and 
Barb 582.See the Varietas 1ectionia in Cramer. See appendix for 
photographic oppy. 
6. CODEX ATHOS PANTELEEMON 770 (AXP 41;1678) 
Paper;XIV century;334 folia;a codex of miscellanies contain-
ing on folia 153r-192v the catena to Acts. Staab( 2 ) and Ropes(3) 
est that it is derived from Coisl 25. 
Cramer,Monitum Lectori,p xi 
Staab:Kath p 347 
Ropes following Staab:Harvard Theel Review,Oct 1926,p 383f 
i 
! 
I" 
-----------------------------------------------------------------~==========~ 
• 
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?.CODEX VATICANUS 6 (A~p 50;886) 
This manuscript of the XV century(l454 A.D.) has on fol 189-
205 an exact copy of the catena to Acts on Acts 2.13-7.59,ending 
at Cramer 131.5 
{B) MANUSCRIPTS CONTAINING TEE CATENA IN ABRIDGED FORM 
l.Codex Coisl 202bis( 0 31;94) XIII century,on folia 27-
118 presents the Acts catena in only slightly abridged form.All 
the lemmata appear;it ends at Cramer 424.3.The text of the catena 
which appears follows the full catena verbatim. 
2. A second form of the catena,only slightly shorter than 
the full form,appears in five manuscripts containing the text 
published in Migne 125 as a Textus Tertius of Theophylact.The 
text of each of the five ends at Cramer 421.4.The ascription to 
Theophylact is erroneous being due to Montfaucon who found the. 
letters ®EO~ in one of the manuscripts and assumed them to refer 
to Theophylact.As a matter of fact the passage against which these 
letters stand comes from Theodore of Heraclea.The following manu-
scripts contain this abridgment of the catena:-
Paris,Bibl Nat.217,XI century. (0 60 10; 606) 
l!tl\i!s ,Bi bl Nat. 218 ,XI century. ( 0 19; 128) 
Florence,LauroiV.5,XIII century. ( 06 41;455) 
Moscow,Synodal Library 347,XI century. (0 28; 103) 
British Museum Addo22734,XI century. (O 16;641) 
I have seen the first three of the above,have a photographic 
copy of the last,and used Prof.Lietzmann's first band notes for 
fourth. 
""·-"--"·----""" --------------===:--:--==--
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3.Two manuscripts which present scattered extractsfromthe 
catena are negligible,Paris 237( 0 1;82) X century,and Moscow 
346(a 359;462) XIII century. In both the scholia appear on fue 
margins. 
D.RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE MANUSCRIPTS 
The four manuscripts on which I have definite data,Coia 25, 
Barb 582,Paris 221 and New College 58,are independent of one an-
other and fall into two families derived from the same unknown 
archetype.Of one of these families,New College 58 stands as the 
sole member;the other family comprises the other three manuscripts 
The proof for this statement is found in the following facts:-
I.Coisl 25,Barb 582,and Paris 221 agree in departing from 
New College 58:-
(a) by preserving additions to its text;see description of 
New Co~lege 58 for the details. 
(b) by departing from the text of New College 58 in cases 
too numerous to tabulate. 
~c) by agreeing with the text of the direct tradition of 
the authors quoted in the catena as against New College 58;cases 
too numerous to tabulate. 
(d) in having lacunae in the text at the same places.Often 
two of the three manuscripts agree to the last letter,cf.Cramer 
. •. 32.26;33.3,At times there is a slight difference of a few letters 
in one or the other where the copyist thought he could recognize 
letters in his original,cf.Cramer 18.22,26.The lacunae of New 
College 58 are less numerous and are in other places than in the 
other three. 
• 
• 
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II. Paris 221 omits materials found in the others.See descrip 
tion of Paris 221. 
III. Barberinus 582 omits materials found in the others.See 
description of it above. 
The above facts show at once the relationship of sister man-
uscript between Coisl 25,Paris221,and Barb582 in one family, 
and New College 58 in another,as well as disprove any descent of 
any manuscripts from another.Paris 221 is somewhat more closely 
reaated to Coisl 25 than to Barb 582. The results of this com-
parison may be thus stated:-
COISL 25,BARB 582 AND PARIS 221 ARE SISTER MANUSCRIPTS DE~ 
SCENDED FROM A COMMON ORIGINAL;NEW COLLEGE 58 IS LIKEWISE FROM 
THIS COMMON ORIGINAL BUT IS MUCH POORER AND FARTHER REMOVED. THIS 
ARCHETYPE MANUSCRIPT IS NOT EXTANT. 
EoESTABLISHMENT OF A «RITICAL TEXT 
Coisl 25 will furnish the basis for a criti~al text ,when it 
has been corrected by the readings of the other manuscripts • 
• 
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THE PROBLEM WORKED OUT 
II. INVESTIGATION OF THE SOURCES OF THE CATENA 
The next problem of this thesis is to determine what sources 
lie back of the catena on Acts. This investigation will proceed 
upon the basis of the manuscript evidence established in the pre-
ceeding sections. As already noted, there not entire uniformity 
of lemmata.Hence we must supple.rpent the readings of any one man-
. 
uscript by those of the others. Having asceEtained as far as is 
possible from the manuscripts the names to be attached to the scho-
lia,the next step is to locate these scholia as far as may be in 
the continuous text of the Fathers. 
A •• METHOD OF DETERMINING THE SOURCES 
To this end I used the Benedictine editions of the Fathers 
because they contain indices of Biblical passages quoted as well 
as of the subject matter. Thus the majority of the fragments were 
identified.These Benedictine editions were later taken over and 
printed in more convenient form by Migne in his Patrologia Graeca 
to which I have given the references because Migne is more widely 
accessible than the Benedictine editions. Migne has the disadvan-
tage ofnot having reproduced the indices of the older editions, a 
serious handicap for the student. For the larger part of the mater-
ial from Chrysostom I simply read through each of the fifty-five 
~ homilies on Acts noting those passages quoted in the catena.Those 
sections from other of his work I identified in the same manner 
as for any other author. In the case of some authors I had to use 
indirect methods to locate the passage. Of some authors,! have 
• 
found all the scholia quoted,and for some,none of them. 
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In addition to the editions of the Fathers and Josephus,! con-
sulted the histories of Greek Christian literature to determine the 
extant writings of the authors and where they are found.For this 
purpose I found Bardenhe\vwr's "Geschichte der altchristlichen Lit-
• eratur" indispensable,as supplemented by the 1924 edition of Stah-
lin's "Die altchristliche griechische Literatur." 
• 
After listing the scholia which could be identified,it was pw-
sible to analyze the entire situation for each author,showing from 
what works the fragments are quoted,how they are quoted,and what c· , 
can not be located in the extant works of the authors.This thus 
gives the means for summing up the contribution of any author to 
the history of the exegesis of Acts. 
A study of these scholia thus enable us to establish the rneth-
ods and aims of the catenist as well as to treat the question of 
his name and date. 
B. TABULAR SYNOPSIS OF THB.: SOURCES OF THE CATENA 
Thirty fathers are quoted by name in the catena in addition to 
scholia marked o:ventypo:q.1ou and o-xo~tov and those without name. For 
a few of the authors the numbers listed are only an approximation 
since an author is often quoted for a given verse in several sec-
tions,each of which is headed by a'!ou cxu'!ou or >WL f.l.eT OALyoc 
This table if based on the combined witness of all the manuscript~ 
a fact which further increases the difficulty of giving an exact 
account of the number of scholia quoted. 
AID~ONIUS ,about 168 
ANONYMOUS- 56;nameless,38; 9 
APOLLINARIS 1 
-~ 
i 
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ARSENIUS 1 
ATHANAS IUS 12 
BASIL 6 
CHRYSOSTOM 1100 
• 
CLEMENT ALEXANDRIA 1 
CYRIL 51 
DIDYMUS 60 
DIONYSIUS 1 
EPIPHANIUS 3 
EVAGRIUS 1 
EUSEBIUS CAESAREA 6 
EUSEBIUS E11ESA 7 
EUTHALIUS 6 
GREGORY NAZIANZUS 1 
GREGORY NYSSA 1 
HESYCHIUS 6 
IRENAEUS 11 
JOSEPHUS 1 
MAXI MUS 4 
NICOLAUS 4 
ORIGEN 5 
SERVERIANUS L3 
SEVER US 61 
THEODORET 5 
• THEODORE HERACLEA 5 
THEODORE MONK 2 
THEODOTUS 1 
THEOPHILUS 1 
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c. ANALYSIS OF THE SOURCES OF THE CATENA 
1. .AMMONIUS PRESBYTER 
The scholia bearing the lemma Ammonius or Ammonius Presby-
~ ter,about 168 in number,are not othenvise known. The names Am-
monius or Ammonius Presbyter do not necessarily prove identity 
of person,especially since the name was very common in Egypt,but 
in the Acts the identity must be very probable as there is total 
lack of any sign of difference of authorship. In Acts the word 
<r7Jf.letGJ'teOV occurs so frequently that we are forced to the as-
• 
sumption that the source of the editor of the catena was a book 
of <r7Jf.le\ wo-eL ~ or short notices on important passages of Acts in 
the style of Origen.(l) 
Ammonius was an Alexandrian presbyter and church steward a-
about the middle of the fifth century.Of his numerous biblical 
commentaries the only remains are fragments in the catenae which 
show a prevailingly moral and practical tendency.There is so 
little con€usion in the lemmata of the Ammonius passages, that 
they may easily be found in the index of Cramer. 
2. ANOlTYMOUS 
Some 56 scholia bear the lemma ANEITrPAq,or which however is 
not uniformly found in the different manuscripts.The fact that 
these scholia are scattered through the entire length of the ca-
tena,and that at least twenty of them re-appear under the name 
Didymus,sometimes in an identical form,suggests that the catenist 
(1) Bardenhewer: GAL iv.p.84 
( 
1 ~ 
I 
I 
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used as a source an anonymous commentary on Acts,which made large 
use of DidynJus.Hence his use of the word IXVSil:ypcxcpou for scho1ia 
taken from that source. 
Cramer:-
~ 5.18-32 
• 
29.6-17 
40.6-13 
42.1-43.5 
43.32-44.3 
44.17-30 
46.1-5 
48.21-24 
49.32-50.7 
52.3-0,6-13,14-21 
57.4-14 
62.8-29 
63.32-64.2 
65.10-17 
67.27-32 
67.32-68.13 
74.32-75.2 
79.16-21 
86.16-87.3 
89.33-90.6 
95.31-96.12 from Eusebius H.E.II.ll.2 
96.19-34 
100.19-21 
104.21-28 
106.25-31 
Cramer-anonymous 
120.29-121.12 
124.18-25 
12?.23-25 
~ 139.26-31 
143.3-4 
169.10-12 
1?5.5~-16 
186.30-187.4 
189.4-7 
212.10-12 
217.9-12 
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222.5-19,Barb 582,Cois1 25 
• 
262.21-263.11 
263.30;_33 
271.24-30 
291.4-27 
307.1-6 
310.24-31 
319.3-10 
332.10-12 
332.26-28 
335.17-22 
338.5-33 
341.6-9 
366.28-367.2 
377.23-25 
393.27-33 
413.16-19 
417.31-418.2 I 
li 
• 
• 
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There are nine scholia bearing the lemma~XOAION for which I am 
unable to find any source. 
Cramer-l:XOAION 
18.14-18 
21.15-17 
25.9-13,Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
38.31-32 
61.5-7,Barb 582,Coisl 25 
66.10-18 
69.18-21 
113.10-11 
310.1-4 
There are also some 38 soholia which bear no name at all.Of 
these some are very brief scholia connected with the text by some 
reference mark such as o ••••• o.These were probably originally 
marginal glosses as may even yet be seen in seven oases in Barb 
582. No source for these has been found. 
Cramer-nameless scholia. 
20.1-3 
41.24-31 
50.8-13 
53.23-29 
53.30-32 
55.10-11 
72.4-6 
107.2o-24 
107.25-29 
0 ••••• 0 
o ••••• o 
130.17-20 
130.27-probably Ammonius 
• 
• 
Cramer-nameless scholia 
137.17-138.23 
143.5-8 
158.13-18 
171.3 
176.9-24 
200.29-201.8 
220.6-11,Ammonius? 
220.25 
221.19-20 
224.3-4 
251.13-15 
277.24-25 o •••• o 
285.32-34 
287.4-5 
299.7-8 
300.9-30 
316.1-2 o •••• o 
317.15-16 
317.27-28 
323.29-324.9 
325.23-26 o •••• 0 
352.6-17 
353.29-32 
360.1-2 
363.8-9 
383.31-32 
295.29-32 
-40-
• 
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3. APOLLINARIS 
The catena contains but one scholion from the exegetical 
works of Apollinaris of Laodicea,fourth century,Acts 1.18,Cramer 
12.The passage exists only in catena fragments,and it is unknown 
from what work it is taken. The scholion is valuable as being 
largely a quotation from the fourth book of the Exposition of the 
Logia of the Lord of Papias from the second century.Enough is 
known of fragments of Papias to show in what a naive manner he 
heaped up oral tradition. A catena on Matthew,Coisl 23 of the 
eleven'th century gives this passage substantially as in Cramer. 
4. ARSENIUS 
One short comment on Acts 7.58,Cramer 130.9-10 on the death 
of Stephen is credited to a certain Arsenius. Barb 582 and Coisl 
25 add the title,Bishop of Tripolis.Nothing further is known about 
him. 
5. ATHANAS IUS 
Of the twelve_scholia from. the works of Athanasius of Alexan-
dria, fourth century,the six following are taken almost verbatim 
from his continuous text. 
Acts Cramer Athanas ius 
1.7 8.3-6 Oratio contra Arianos III.4.8 
2.22 39.1-28 De Sententia Dionysii 8 
2.35 51.1-4 Psalm 109.1 
4.26 80.9 Psalm 2.1 
4.28 80.31 Psalm 2.2 
5.29 93.12(Barb 582 
Arianos III.57 Coisl 25) Oratio contra 
• 
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Four scholia,extant only in the Acts catena,are important as 
throwing light on an otherwise unknown work of Athanasius,"Contra 
Navatianos." Two of them,Acts 5.4,Cramer 85.28 and 86.5 were first 
published by Montfaucon in his Collectio Nova II.l03; and two firsr 
published by Wolf:Anecdota Graeca,IV.52 from New College 58. Two 
of the scholia are given as from Book III(Cramer 85.28 in Barb 582 
and Coisl 25; and one has no book given,Cramer 86.5;and one is fro~ 
Book II,Cramer 253.26. 
The contribution of the catena to our knowledge of the works 
of Athanasius lies in these four scholia and in two which I have 
been unable to identify,- (1) Acts 4.27-28,Crarner 80.25;and (2) 
Acts 7.59,Cramer 130.23. 
6.BASIL BISHOP OF CAESAREA IN CAPPODOCIA IV CENTURY 
Two of the scholia from Basil are from his well known Hexae-
mer on: 
Acts 
2.20 
28.3 
<)xamer 
I 
36.30 
407.28 
Basil 
Hexaemeron VI.4 
Hexaemeron IX.5 
In this work Basil employs the literal sense and the histori-
cal method, purposely and expressly avoiding allegory. 
Two scholia are from his work on hhe Psalms where his purpose 
was not so much exegesis as moral edification: 
Acts Cramer Basil Migne 
12.15 208.1-16 Psalm 33 29.364 B 
16.18 272.1-6 Psalm 32.1 29.325 A 
One scholion,Acts 28.27,Cramer 418.34~ Migne 30.440 B i~ 
from a commentary on Isaiah 6.9.This extensive cowmentary on l 
• 
-43-
Isaiah 1-16 is awkward in expression and full of unacknowledged 
borrowings from the Isaiah and Psalm commentaries of Eusebius of 
Caesarea.Bardenhewer denies the genuineness of this work,claiming-
some unknown Cappadocian from about the same date (l),while others 
defend its genuineness.(2) 
One scholion on Acts ?.56,Cramer 129.4-9,quoting Baruch·3.3 
I am unable to identify.Aside from this scholion the catena con-
tributes nothing new to our knowledge of Basil.The passages are 
quoted with tolerable exactness. 
(i) Bardenhewer,GAL iii.l48 
(2) J.Wittig:Breslauer Studien zu hist.Theol. Neue Folge I,Bres-
lau 1922; A.Julicher, Th Lz 4?(1922),p. 36lf 
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7. CHRYSOSTO:M 
The lion's share of the material used in the construction 
of this catena falls to Chrysostom, and of this again the greater 
part is taken from his fifty-five homilies on Acts delivered in 
Constantinople in the year 400/401 A.D. They are especially in-
teresting to us because we have received them just as they came 
from the stenographer who took them down on delivery without 
having them revised by the speaker for publication. 
These selections follow the homilies in their numerical se-
quence with occasionally a citation from other works of 
Chrysostom. They are taken mostly from the first or exegetical 
part of each homily, though sometimes the compiler has ventured 
over into the ethical second part, e.g. Cr 417.24-30, Homily 55, 
Migne 60.381; et alia. 
A careful comparison of the text of our catena with the 
direct tradition reveals at once a startling similarity and yet 
divergence. In scarcely a single passage of any length do we 
find entire verbatim quotation. The compiler has adapted his 
source to make it smoother, especially in the introductory 
words. Often the sense is maintained although alteration of 
grammatical construction is introduced. Many times the orig-
inal is shortened by omitting words, phrases, and entire sen-
tences, and is often paraphrased. The reason for these dif-
~ ferences probably lies in the fact that our catenist sometimes 
followed the text of Chrysostom represented in Savile's Edition. 
The homilies on Acts have come down to us from the hands of 
the stenographers in two forms, one represented by the manu-
scripts lying back of Montfaucon~s edition, taken over by :M:igne, 
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and the other by the manuscript in New College, OXford which 
was the basis for Savile's edition of 1612. The two recensions 
differ so much from each other that we are lead to the assump-
tion that we have the work of two stenographers, or that the 
homilies were delivered twice. An interesting thesis for a 
monograph would be a study of these two recensions. The parts 
chosen are very often not in consecutive order within a given 
homily but scattered through-out the homily. This will be 
apparent from a study of the following table. A single sen-
tence from one part of a homily is sometimes joined with one 
from another part to present an apparently unified paragraph 
in the catena. This raises the question whether the compiler 
of the catena made these adjustments himself or found them 
ready at hand in a previous compilation on Acts. The beginnings 
of such a compilation in Vat Reg 6,fol 185-189, the manifest 
similarities and divergences mentioned above, the use of 
Chrysostom in recensionsbbased on our catena to be mentioned 
later; the great popularity of Chrysostom as an exegete in 
the period of the composition of the catenae; and the practice 
of making such compilations from his works all point to the 
open possibility of the existence and use of such a compilation 
by the composer of our catena. 
Many times I have found passages bearing no lemma in the 
catena which really belong to Chrysostom, while a few times gen-
uine Chrysostom passages bear false lemmata, e.g. Cr 355.8-12; 
226.25; and sometimes a passage marked Chrysostom belongs to 
some other, e.g. Cr 226.22.309.3-12. A goodly number of pafS,o. 
t 
I 
t 
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ages apparently belonging to Chrysostom I have been unable 
to locate. The following table will bring out all these facts. 
Practically the only direct contribution of the catena 
to our knowledge of unknown works of Chrysostom lies in the 
unlocated passages, and if some more effective method could 
be devised of tracking these down, I believe their number 
could be materially diminished. The number of such unlocated 
fragments is neither extensive nor important, as we have such 
reliable and abundant direct tradition. Should I publish the 
text of the catena at some later date, the known Chrysostom 
fragmen~s would be omitted. 
Chrysostom follows in a masterly way the historical and 
philological method of exegesis. He repeatedly rejects the 
Alexandrian allegorical methods seeking before all the literal 
sense. Not infrequently he handles grammatical difficulties. 
Although he often sees in the Old Testament a type of the New, 
he always does this on the basis of the literal sense of the 
sacred text. 
In the following table, passages without further notation 
are Chrysostom fragments which I have been unable to locate. 
The references to Cramer refer to page and line; those in M~ne 
are in volume 60 unless otherwise noted, and the numbers refer 
to the page. 
l 
-------------~- -------------------------------
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Location in Cramer Migne 60 
1.24-2.13 16 
2.13-26 17 
2.29-3.8 18 
• 
' ) 3.13-18 18 
3.19-4.24 18-19 
4.25-28 compiler? 
4.28-5.14 19-20 
5.33-6.9 20 
6.10-25 20 
6.27-7.16 21 
7.18-21 21 
7.23-25 21 
7.29-33 25 
8.12-16 
8.21-28 28 
8.31-9.8 28 
9.13-14 30 
9.19-27 29 
9.28-32 vo1 55.p214,§4 
10.3-9 33 
10.24-25 33 
10.30-33 33 
11.4-9 33 
'.I 11.9-11 43 
11.18-19 33 
11.26-12.4 34 
12.8-15 37 
12.17-17 35 
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13.10-11 35 
13.15 35 
13.19-22 35 
31.15-18 51 
r::-\ 
: •. 31.32-32.5 49 
32.30-33 50 
33.28-30 50 
34.4-15 50 
34.18-19 51 
35.17 51 
35.28-31 51 
3?.11-16 51 
3?.23-27 52 
38.25-30 55 
39.29-40.5 55 
43.9-19 57 
43.20-21 
44.10 57 
44.11-12 58 
44.13-15 57 
47.33-48.12 57 
48.15-17 58 
48.26-29 58 
48.26-29 58 
• ,. 49.18-21 58-59 
50.17-18 59 slightly altered 
50.21-27 59 
51.5 59 
51.9-11 59-60 
- --"· -· -
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51.12-19 vo1 59.p41 Hom 3,§4 commentary 
on John 
5.1. 24-27 63 
51.31-52.3 65 
53.1-7 65 
53.10 64 1,. 53.14-16 64 excerpt 
53.19-20 64 excerpt 
54.5-8 64 
54.8-10 65 
54.14-19 64 
54.20-21 65 
54.24-26 64 
54.33-55.4 64 
55.4-9 65 
55.14-18 64 
55.19-24 65 
55.24-56.10 66 
56.10-16 66 
56.22-24 65 
56.25-29 65 
56.30-33 65 
57.1-3 65 
57.24-29 69 
57.30-34 69 
58.23-28 70 altered 
• 59.4-16 vol 6l.p 128 Hom 15 on 1 Cor 
60.1-6 70 
60.8-9 
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60.10-12 70 
60.16-20 70 
60.21-24 
60.27-30 71 (. 61.3-4 72 
61.20-25 75 
61.26-31 77 
62.4-5 75 
62.6-7 76 
62.32-34 76 
63.1-5 78 
63.5-11 78 
63.16-26 76 
63.27-30 78 
63.30-31 
64.17-21 76 
64.24-32 76 
64.32-33 78 
65.31-66.2 77 
66.3-6 80 
67.12-24 
69.13-17 77 
69.29-33 77 
69.33-70.3 80 
• 70.3-8 81 
70.121\22 80-81 
70.25-32 85 
71.1-2,5-6,9-11 85 sentences rearranged 
71.12-14 88 
--"'I 
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71.18-30 85 
72.12-14,17-21 86 
72.22-23 88 
72.26-29 86 
72.33-73.9 86 
I 
I,: 
~ • 73.11-13 86 
73.15-18 86 
73.21-24 88 
74.6-8 86 
74.10-14 89 
74.16-17 86-87 
74.27-31 87 last line a paraphrase 
75.5-7 87 
75.15-20 89 
75.21-23 89 
-75.26-28 87 
76.4-7 87 
76.8-19 vol 60.p 545 ad Romanos 
76.20-25 vol 57-58 p 325 on Matt 7.24 
76.33-34 87 
77.3-6 90 
77.11-17 vol 57-58 p 326 on Matt 
77.18-20 87 
77.20-28 87-88 
• 
77.32-34 93 
78.1-5 95 
78.8-15 93 
78.16-26 95 
79.12-15 93 
.. ~ - --- ~~ 
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80.12-17 95 
80.18-20 95 
81.9-12 93 
81.14-15 93 
81.18 93 
• 81.19-28 96 
81.31-32 94 
82.7-9,10-14 94 
82.34-83.7 94 
83.8-10 96 
83.11-13 
83.16-22 
83.25-26 94 
83.26-30 96 
84.1-4 94 
84.5-10 of 99 
84.13 99 
84.14-16 95 
84.21-23 99 
85.6-23 101-2 
86.3-4 99 
86.14-15 99 
87.7-13 102 
87.16-21 102 
•• 
87.24-26 99-100 
88.3-5 102 
88.22-24 102 
88.27-28 100 
! 
' 
:i 
' 
88.31-89.2 
89.6-11 100 
. ·-· ·-'!'- -~-~--~ ___ ._.. __ =-=...w 
--- -~ -
-
==:::::z:::.r. ::: L.s:z _JL__ m 
"c• ----'1 
l: 
-53-
89.12-18 103 
89.21-32 100 
91.1-? 102-3 
91.8-10 103 
91.15 105 
• 91.29-32 105 
91.32-92.1 105 
92.1-5 105 
I 
I 92.6-9 10? 
92.20-26 106 
92.28-30 106 
93.6-9 val 63 Hom ? of Homiliae Xl 
hac tenus non edi tae; shorter 
93.20-23 106 
93.26-28 106 
93.31-32 106 
94.2-3 10? 
94.4-5 108 
94.?-11 108 
94.12 10? 
94.15-18 10? 
94.18-21 10? 
94.30-95.3 108-9 
95.5-9 111 
95.15-20 111 
• 
95.23-26 112 
97.4-6 113 
97.?-15 
9?.1?-24 113 ! 
97.28-30 113 
'I ~ 

'-'=~=,...--,.- -~~,;..;. 
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105.28-106.3 121-122 
106.3-24 123 
107.3-6 127 
107.7-8 
• 
107.8-16 127 except line 8 in Cramer 
108.26-28 127 ·paraphrase 
109.6 127 
109.8-10 127 
109.14-15 127 
109.28-30 127 
109.31-110.2 128 
110.7-10 in Barb 582 
110.22-25 129 
110.29-33 
111.4-8 129•130 
111.9-15 128 
112.9-10 130 
112.12-15 130 except first phrase 
114.14-31 128 
114.31-34 130 
115.9-10 130 
115.24-30 130 
115.33-116.3 130 
117.4-8 130 
• 117.13-39 131 
118.4-6 131 
118.16-19 135 
118.19-25 136 
119.1-7 135 
-56-
119.7-12 136 paraphrase in part 
119.25-26 136 
119.29-30 136 
120.3-14 136 
• 
120.22-27 136 
120.28 135 
122.3-8 135 
122.9-11 137 
123.29 137 
124.10-11 135 and 137 
124.14-17 137 
124.30-125.3 137 
125.4-5 135 
125.20-23 135 
125.27-29 137 
126.15-17 
126.18-23 138 
126.24 137 
126.29-34 137 
127.20-21 138 
127.28-128.1 138 
128.1-2 138 
128.13-18 141 
128.24-129.3 eX TOU c l <; T'r1V o: w~>- 11~1 tv 
• 
unable to find 
129.26-130.5 141 
130.7-8 141 
130.13-16 142 
130.25 142 
131.10-14 142 
131.15-17 -57- 143 
131.18-25 ? Barb 582 
131.26-29 ? 
131.30-33 ? 
132.5-13 142 
• 132.16 
132.17-20 143 
132.22-28 142 
133.13-18 143 
133.19-26 143 
134.30-31 145 
134.34 145 
135.7-9 144 
135.10-11 143 
135.22-24 145 
136.7-8 
136.13-18 143 
136.18-27 144 
138.32-139.4 144 
139.10-14 146 
139.21-22 144 
140.8-13 145 
141.18-30 144 
141.33-34 146 
• 
142.14-18 149 
142.18-25 150 
142.31-143.1 149 
143.1 151 paraphrase; exactly in 
Savi1e, p619 
~:i ,, ·~---
----
~--- .. -----
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143.12-14 151 
144.4-5 149 
144.18-20 150 
144.21-24 151 
• 
146.11-14 151 of text- paraphrase 
146.32-14'7.3 151 
147.7,8-10,11-12 150 
148.4-8 150 
148.9-13 152 
148.22-32 152 
149.1-150.5 
150.26-2'7 152 
150.32-151.7 152 
151.19-21 153 
151.21-26 153 
151.27-31 vol 61. p 12 on 1 Cor 1.1 
151.32-152.26 vo1 55.p 5'7'7 
152.29-32 153 
154.9-11 153 
154.14-155.17 153 
155.28-34 157 
156.4-'7 159 
156.17-18,19-25,28-33 157.158 
156.33-157.3 158 
• 157.4-10 159 
15'7.14-15 158 
157.16-23 159 
157.24-25 Didymus? follows a Didymus in Barb 582 
r "' 
-59-
158.19-20 158 
158.23-30 160 
159.3-5 158 
.159.6-10 159 
• 
159.14-19 160 
159.20-25 160 
159.29-34 159 
160.1-4 without lemma in Barb 582 and 
Coisl 25 
160.5-12 160 
.160.19-24· 159 
160.35-161.2 160 
161.7-9 161 
161.12-15 159 
161.17-21 161 
161.24-28 161 
161.32-162.3 161 
162.6-17 161 
162.18-22 val 61 p 572 Hom 25 on 2 Cor 11.32 
163.1-26 163 
163.27-33 167 
164.4-7,7-11 164 
164.16-20 164 
164.24-32 164 
165.4-6 167 
• 165.9-11 167 
165.16-26 165 
166.1-16 165 
167.3-5 166 
167.15-18 166 
i'-' 
r . \ 
... 
-· 
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167-168 
166 
166 
167.30-168.3 
168.4-9 
168.19-21 
168.22-169.9 
169.14-15 
169.17-21 
169.22 
169.27-28 
169.29-32 
170.3-4 
170.16-20 
170.26-171.2 
171.6-13 
171.27-31 
172.1-4 
172.5-6 
172.7-11 
173.23-33 
174.3-4 
174.5-9,13-14 
174.23-27 
iK TOU uno~v~~U.TO< T~' npo, p~~alOUL __ eniUTOA~< . 
unable to f~nd 
174.31-32,33 
175.3-4 
177.21-28 
178.8-16 
180.1-5,12-17,26-30 
180.34-35 
181.4-6,16-20 
181.21-24,28-33 
166 
168 
166 
166 
168 
166 
167 
171 
171 
171 
171 
171 
171 
vel 57-58 Hom 77 or 78 on Matt p 710 
172 
172 
172 
172 
172 
172 
174 
173 
174 
173 
174 
182.3-8 
I 182.10-11 182.14-15 il 
1!1 
f' 182.19-22 I~ 182.23-26 
111 ! 
• 
I'' 
:I 182.30-183.1 
il 
~ 183.1-2 !i 
II 183.6-7  
,I 
i 183.11-12 ' 
I 
183.19-24 
184.5-6 
184.12-14,16-18 
184.22-28,31 
185.7-10 
185.13-16 
185.17-19 
185.27-32 
186.1-2 
186.3-7 
186.8-9 
186.14-15 
186.25-27 
187.20-21 
187.30-188.2 
• 
188.5-15 
189.18-21 
189.22-90.8 
190.33-191.5 
191.8-21 
-61-
173 
175 
174 first phrase only 
177 
174 
177 
179 
177 
17? 
17? 
17? 
177 
178 
179 
178 
179 
178 
180 
178 expanded; paraphrase 
178 phrases 
178-179 
179 
179,180 
180 
vo1 62 Hom 2 on 2 Tim 
183 
vo1 59 Hom 9 §2 on John p 71 
• 
• 
191.25-28 
192.1-12 
184 
192.13 185 
192.16-25 187 
192.29-34 185 
193.12-20 187 
194.8-9,13-15,18-21,27,30-31 185 
195.4-12,15-16,20-23,27-31 186 
195.33-196.4 187 
196.6-7,15-16 
196.23-28 
196.31-197.5 
197.9-10 
197.15-16 
197.19-23 
198.1-2 
~98.12-18,22-28,29-30 
199.11-13 
199.17-19 
199.19-33 
200.6-9 
200.17-22 
200.23-26 
201.10-15 
201.16-18 
201.19-24 
201.28-30 
202.1-2 
202.3-10 
186 
191 
191 
194 
191 
194 
191 
192 
192 
193 
193 
197 
199 
197 
198 
199 
197 
200 
. ~~-~---~.--,.. ___ .. ...,.... ·-- -~~- _ ... :.""'"'"':"·~-~-:;:] 
I 
- ~ ·-·-- -__ ... ----- .. -~~-:-._ ~- b.-- ~- _:] 
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I' 
202.12-13 19? ! 
I 
11 
202.1? 198 
202.18-20 ~~ 
j!' 
202.21-22 198 ,~ 
li 
• 
202.26-29 200 
:, 
203.18-24 198 
!I 203.25-2? 200 
II 203.2?-32 ,I 
il 
r! 204.1-? 200 
!'i 
1: 
204.10-11 
I' 
200 
204.12-14 199 
204.18-205.3 vol 62 p 253 Hom 9,§5 on 
Philippians 
205.4-26 vol 62 p 254 Hom 9,§6 on 
Philippians 
206:1-2 199 
206.3-? 200 
206.8-14 201 
206.19-24,31-32 199 
20?.1-13 201 
20?.21-22 199 
20?.23-2?,29-30 201 excerpts 
20?.31-33 203 
208.23-2? cf vol 50,p 443 In Ascensionem 
Domini 
208.32-33 201 
209.3-4,6-10,16-23,23-28 203 
• 209.28-210.4 205 
210.14-22 205 
210.30-211.5,23-24 205 
212.8-9,24-32 205 
212.32-213.5 206 

~-- -·-· -- 7 •• -? --.....,..::---=- '"•1> n -- --··-- - - ·- ·-·-· -·-· ::.· -
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226.22-24 217 
227.14-15 217 
227.26-33 221 
228.4-6 221 
228.7-9 223 
• 228.10-14 
228.19-22 221 
228.25-26 vo1 62, p 17 
228.29-30 224 
228.31-229.6 224 
229.17-21 224 
230.3-5,8-9 221 
231.5-8 221 paraphrase 
231.13-14,25-28 222 
231.28-30 
231. 33-34· 224 
232.1-2,10-14,17-19 222 
232.20-21 224 
233.4-5 224 
233.15-20 223 
234.3-10,16-17,20-23 223 
234.24-29 224 
234.29-34 
235.3-6 224 
• 
235.7-12 
235.32-34 392 Argument urn in Episto1arn 
ad Romanos 
236.4-7 223 
236.8-13 227 
236.14-22 230 
• 
• 
23?.11-13,16-1? 
23?.26-32 
237.33-228.3 
238~?-8,18-21,24-2? 
238.34-239.9 
239.13-18 
240.8-14 
240.29-241.2 
241.5-6,12-13 
241.13-27 
241.2?-31 
242.24-243.11 
243.15-25 
244.13-21 
245.6,9-14,26-30 
246.18f 
24?.5-14 
24?.26-34 
248.1-5 
'248.10-11, 13-14,20-25 
248.25-249.15 
249.16-20 
250.6-10 
250,16-17,18-2? 
250.31-251.2 
251.22-25 
251.32-252.1 
252.1-6 
252.8-9,23-26 
-66-
230 
22? 
230 
228 
228 
229 excerpt 
230,229 rearranged excerpts 
229 
230 
233 
236 
vol 61 p 628 on Gal 1.16-17 
236 
235 
235 
vol 61 p 365 quoted by Ammonius 
on 1 Cor 15.56 
235 
239 
vol 61 p 326 on 1 Cor 15.? 
239 
240 selections and excerpts 
239 
241 adaptation of 
241,242 
239 
240 
242 
240 
:._. ---=:o·- ..... _-
·-·"' "" 
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252.29-32 242 
253.1-3 240 
253.4-7 242 
254.11-15 243 
• 
254.16-19 
254.22-24 242 
255.6-12 240 
255.22-25 given as Chrysostom in Barb 582 
and Coisl 25 
256.6-13 248 
256.14-16 245 
256.19-257.35 
258.1-10 245 
258.11-12 248 
258.13-15 245 
258.18-30 246 
260.16-24 246 
260.26-29 247 
260.32-261.8 247 
261.17-33 247 
262.1-15 vo1 61 p 636 on Galatians ch 2 
264.16-17 249 
264.21-23 248 
265.3-10 249 
265.16-17 . 248 
• 265.23-29 
250 
265.29-32 248 
266.6-7,11-14 252 
266.16-18 253 
266.18-26,27-28 254 
267.23-27 
267.30-32 
268.1-10 
_268.10-15,20-31 (. 268.32-269.8 
270.7-9 
271.12-21 
271.22-23 
272.11-12 
272.17-22 
272.28-30 
273.15-16 
273.3-7 
273.17-18,20-24 
273.30-274.5 
274.6-23 
275.17-19,20-22 
275.22-28 
275,29-276.4 
276.9-17 
277.21-23 
277.31-278.5 
278.6-11 
278.25-30 
,. 278.31-34 
279.5-9,15-21 
280.1-3 
280.7-13,17-18,19-22 
281.6-10 
-68-
Barb 582 gives as: eK T~' npo, Pw~~tou, o~lALo:' oetl"tep~' 
253 
253 
254 
val 61,p 242 on 1 Cor 12.1 
253 
254 
253 
255 
254 
254 
255 
255 
257 
257 
259 
259 
Chrysostom in Barb 582 
259 
257 
259 
262 
263 
264 
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298.15-20 272 
299.9-18 val 59. p 41 on John 1.1 
299.22-24 275 
299.25-29 277 
300.7-8 275 excerpt 
•• 301.8-15,18-23 275 
301.31-302.5 277 
302.6-28 
303.1-3 278 
303.3-4,21-23,25 276 paraphrase 
303.32-304.6 278 
305.7-11 277 
305.11-15 278 
305.19 277 
305.20 278 
306.3-4 editor? 
306.4-9 278 
306.26-33 281 
308.24-30 281 
309.3-12 Chrysostom N C 58; Ammonius 
Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
309.29-30 282 
310.12-23 282 
311.34-312.4 284 
312.30-313.6 283 excerpts 
•• 
313.11-20 284 
313.23-28 
314.32-34 
315.8-16 287 
315.16-18 
-71-
315.21-22 287 
315.31-32 287 
316.8-10 288· 
316.10-18 289 excerpts 
316.19-29 vo1 59 p 351 Hom 63 on John 11.40 
• 317.10-13 288 
317.13-14 289 
318.23-24 288 
318.24-33 289 
319.1-2 290 
319.32-320.3 289 
320.3-10 
320.24-27 299 
320.31-321.3 297 
321.10-30 297 
322.3,4-8 299 
322.14-17 297 
322.17-18 
322.21-24 297 
322.27-29 299 
322.29-31 298 
323.12-13 299 
323.14-28 Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
323.34-324.9 vo1 61 p 350 Hom 40 §3 on 1 
Cor 15.32 
• 
324.16-17 298 
324.17-22 299 
324.29-33 298 excerpts 
324.33-325.3 299 
325.8-13 299 
-72-
324.31-326.3 300 
326.3-6 298 
326.9-11 300 
327.1-9 303 
• 
327.10-11,24-31 304 
328.4-9 303 
328.10-17 305 
328.24-329.3 303 
329.5-7,13-14,16-18,31-32 304 
329.14-15 
330.3-9 305 
330.12-17 307 
330.22-30 308 
331.15-20 308 
331.21-332.2 vol 62 p 384 on Col 4.18 
332.5-9,16-19,23-25 309 
333.30-31 309 
333.32-33 311 
334.5-12 vol 61.386 on 2 Cor 1.4 excerpted 
334.18-24 309 
334.24-28 311 
334.29-32 
335.10-12,15-16 310 
336.19-22 310 \. 336.27-337.4 310 
339.1-4,9-18 310 
340.10-14 311 
340.19-26 313 
341.20-22 313 
;; . 
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,I 341.23-29 vo1 62. p 429 Hom 6 §1 on 
I 
I 1 These 4.11 
[' 11 342.9-13,16-26 316 
::! 342.29-30 314 I 
I 
342.3-6,11-13,20-29 316 
• 
343.33-343.3 317 
344.10-13,21-28 317 
344.28-31 315 
345.15-25 315,317 excerpts 
345.28-31 315 
346.7-14 315 
346.15-26 317 
346.27-31 
347.22-25,29-348.3 317 
348.6-7 317 
348.12-18,21-22.27-30 321 
349.1-7.14-19,30 321 
349.31-350.4 323 
350.9-25 321 
351.12-17 323 
351.20-31 
352.21-22,30-31 322 
352.32-33 323 
352.34-353.1a 322 
353.1b-2 323 \,. 353.6-8 322 
353.13-16 323 
353.20-21 322 
353.27-28 323 

_.., 
I -75-I 368.5-7 341 I 
368.13-15,28-32 338 
369.15-19 339 
369.23-28,29-31 341 
369.31-370.10 
,, ., 
lt1 370.11-17 !· 
i' 
I 370.32-371.2 339 excerpts 
I' I 371.3~6.7-13 ' 
371.23-26 342 
372.15-20 339 
372.21-22 Elt 't'Y)(; 1tpo<; Koptveou~ E1ttcr'tOATj(; 
U1tOfJ.VTjflO:'t0(; unable to fi. nd 
373.4-9,21-25 
374.1-9 
374.20-24 343 
375.2-4 343 
375.10-13,16-17 344 
375.20-22 
375.24-26 345 
376.1-2,9-10 345 
376.11-24 346 
376.31-277.7 345 extract 
377.12-20 346,345,347 
378.32-33 346 
379.1-5.13-15 347 
• 379.18-19 379.22 347 
379.27-28 346 
379.32-380.4 347 
380.8-10,20-22 351 
'1: -- =-->00 
-76- I 
I 
381.15-18 352 
381.19-25 354 
382.?-12 352 
382.21-25 354 
383.?-9.18-20 352,362 
:I • 383.24-30 353 p 
384.6-8 353 i, II 
:r 
384.8-13,14-15 355 
385.18-20 356 
385.23-24,26-2? 356 
386.6-14 355 
386.21-25 35? 
386.31-387.3 
387.4-7 359 
387.1.L-15 358,362 
387.24-25 359 
387.30-388.4 362 
388.8-14 362 
388.18-23 vo1 61.-p283 
388.26-29,30-31 359 
388.31-389.2 362 
389.24-390.2 360 
390.2-5,23-30 360 
390.31-391.16 362 
•• 
392.10-11 361 
'· 
392.16-20 363 
392.28-30 361 
393.13-19 361 
393.24-26 362 
• 
•• 
394.32-395.2 
395.7-8 
395.12-15 
395.20-28 
395.33-396.2 
396.3-12 
396.13-17 
396.27-34 
397.10-13,16-19,24-26 
398.4-9 
398.13-17 
398.21-26 
399.6-19 
400.4-8 
400.8-12 
~ 
400.22-28 
401.1-5 
401.6-18 
402.26-33 
402.33-403.6 
403.26-29 
403.29-33 
404.3-6 
404.24-29 
405.3-8 
405.18-20 
406.7-26 
406.26-27 
406.28-407.19 
-77-
361 
363 
361 paraphrased 
? Barb 582 and Coisl 25 give 
as Ammonius 
361 
vol 49 p 166f Ad Populum Antkoch 
Hom. 16; phrases 
367 
367 
367 
368 
370 
? Ammonius in Barb 582 and 
Coisl 25 
370 
368 
368 
370 excerpts 
369 
371 
369 
370 
371 
370 rearranged 
371 
369 
371 
372 
373 
-78-
407.23-27 373 
408.16-21 373 
408.25-409.2 375 
409.18-20 375 
• 
409.22,26-28 374 
r 
' 
409.28-31 375 
! 410.5-6,12-14 374 I 
I 
i 410.14-16,18-22 376 
410.18-22 376 
410.30-411.2 374 
411.3-7 376 
411.7-10 374 
412.3-7,14-16 375 
412.16-25 376 
412.28-32 375 
412.32-413.3 376 
413.10-15 379 
414.20-21 379 
414.24-28 380 
414.33-34 379 
416.5 381 
416.11-14 382 
416.32-417.13 381 
417.17-21 ,. 417.22-24 380 
417.24-30 381 
419.26-35 
420.5-7 380 
420.8-9 382 
i 
I 
I 
! 
• 
420.17-19 
420.19-21 
420.21-421.14 
421.15-28 
421.30-32 
422.1-5 
422.6-12 
-79-
380 
382 
382 shortened 
382 
vol 62 p 657 on 2 Tim 4.16; 
Codex Jerusalem Holy Cross 
25 assigns passage to Cyril 
who quotes Chry. 
I. 
; 
' I, 
I • '' 
It 
,, 
,{ 
f 
:-
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8. Clement of Alexandria, second and third century 
Clement is represented by only one short section of four 
lines on Acts 7.25, Cr 113.17-20 and this makes no contribution 
to our knowledge ·of Clement as it is literally quoted from the 
Stromata l.xxiii.l54.1, Migne 8.900 E. The passage clearly 
shows Clement's Alexandrian style of exegesis. 
9. Cyril of Alexandria, fifth century 
The 51 quotations from Cyril may be divided into four 
groups: (1) Those which are extant in the direct tradition, 
thus making no contribution to our knowledge of Cyril's writings; 
(2) Those extant in catena fragments only, in addition to being 
in our catena; (3) those extant in Syriac translations; (4) 
those extant only in our catena. 
(1) Fragments extant in direct tradition:-
Acts Cramer Cyril Migne 
-
2.4 23.26 Joel 2.28 71.377 A 
2.17 33.8-17 Joel 2.28 71.377 A 
2.19 34.20 Joel 2.30 71.384- a digest 
2.20 35.32 Joel 2.30 71.381 c 
2.21 37.28 .Joel 2.32 71.384 c 
2.26 46.29-30 Jon&h 2.6 71.624 E 
2.26 46.31-34 De recta fide 76.1164 c 
2.27 47.3 De recta fide 76.1165 
c 
3.22 67.6 John 5.46 
73.429 A paraphrase 
1 
• 
• 
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~ Cramer Cyril Migne 
7.4 105.10 De Adoratione I 68.168 A 
7.23 112.33 Exodus 2.11 69.401 B 
7.23 113.1 Exodus 2.11 69.400 D 
7.28 115.1 Exodus 2.14 69.404 B 
7.29 115.16 Exodus 2.15 69.405 c 
7.32 116.4 Exodus 3.6 69.468 c 
7.33 116.29 Exodus 3.5 69.466 c 
7.42 122.12 Amos 5.26f 71.509-512 excerpts 
7.43 123.20 II II II 
tl n 
7.43 123.31 II II II 
II II 
7.50 125.30 Contra Iulianum II 76.612 B 
8.32 144.25 Isaiah 53.8 70.1177 A-1180-1181 
10.15 179.13 Contra Iulianum IX 76.990 D 
13.41 226.25 Hab 1.5 71.851 digest 
13.47 229.22 Isaiah 49.6 70.1040 D 
14.14 236.23 Nahum 2.1 71.812 A 
15.17 249.21 Amos 9.11 71.576 
28.13 411.11 Isaiah 11.14 70.333 D 
{2) Passages extant in catena fragments in addition to ours:-
Acts 
-
?.59 
13.25 
13.33 
Cramer 
18.19-30 
130.28 
221.1-18 
224.5-21 
Cyril 
1 Cor 12.9 
Luke 23.46 
Luke Hom. X 
Migne 
74.888c 
72.939 
72.520 A 
"extant haec nonnu11a lectionum 
varietate et inter scho1ia quaedam in psalmos in Bod1eiana 
bib1iotheca cod. Laud.gr.42,fol 290v" (Pusey on John,vo1 iii,p444) 
1 
l 
• 
•• 
.. -~=·=--~~----------------------
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(3) Passages extant in Syriac translation as found in R. Payne 
Smith: A Commentary upon the Gospel according to S.Luke by 
S.Cyril, Patriarch of Alexandria, Oxford 1859, 2 volumes. 
Acts Cramer Smith 
15.10 246.1-9 II.p 390 sermon 85 on Lk 11.45-48 
15.10 245.31 II.p.389 " 
n 
" 
n n 
17.18 284.28 I.p285 sermon 62 on Lk 10.4-7 
(4) Passages bearing the simple name Cyril. They are not other-
wise known. 
~ Cramer 
1.7 8.7 
'2.28 47.19 
4.10 73.25 
7.2 104.8 
7.46 125.7 
10.44 190.9 Pusey doubts 
11.17 196.7 Pusey doubts 
17.23 290.19 
20.30 339.19 
The following are assigned to Cyril in Barb 582 and Coisl 25: 
4.26 80.27 
7.37 118.26 
17.18 285.3-4 
10.38 187.17 
28.31 422.6-12 in Codex Jerusalem Holy Cross 25 
7.60 131 the whole page is assigned 
to Cyril by 
cramer and copied as such in :Migne 74.766, but Cr 131.10-17 
are from Chrysostom and Pusey denies 131.18-33 as belonging 
• 
• 
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to Cyril. 
The fragments in list (1) exhibit great variey in the 
manner of quotation from the original; some ~are taken over 
verbatim, some in resume, some in digest, some in paraphrase, 
and some showing all these methods within a single fragment • 
. 10. DIDYUUS 
Didymus, the blind exegete of Alexandria whose life 
covered most of the fourth century, has contributed 59 frag-
ments to our catena. These are so numerous and so uniformly 
scattered through out the entire catena, that, although there 
seems to be no ancient evidence for a. commentary on Acts (·1), 
we may safely infer that there was such a work by him. His 
exegetical works are known only from the catenae. Didymus, 
following the footsteps of Origen in his exegesis, is l1ighly 
allegorical, although in the New Testament he pays much atten-
tion to the natural sense of the text. In the sixth century 
he was banned by anathema as an Origenist along with Evagrius 
Pontikus. In the discussion of the passages marked aNFriTirPA-
ctor we have already treated of the relation -of Didymus 
to those passages. 
Scholia from Didymua are found as follows in the catena:-
Cramer: 
21.20 -31 
25.16 -30 
34.30 -35.4 
38.1-16 
40.30-41.23 
46.6-27 
• 
Cra.mer-Didymus 
48.31-49.7 
52.22-33 
65.21-30 
66.19-67.2 
69.22-24 
74.18-24?9.22-80.5 
90.7-2? 
94.22-2? 
100.22-2? 
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105.14-23-so in Barb582 and Coisl 25. 
112.30-29 
116.1?-26 
119.13-22 
121.13-35 
128.5-12 
132.30-133.8 
139.32-140.5 
146.1?-24 
14?.13-33 
152.33-153.17 
153.20-33;Maximus in Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
15?.26-158.12 
166.1?-34 
~· 16?.6-12,Ammonius in Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
16?.19-2? 
168.4-8;so in the catena,but really Chrysostom. 
1?5.1?-1?6.8 
18?.5-1? 
·-
...,...;e_.....,_._ - - ·---. - ----. m:±::::::-~=- .. --
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Cramer-Did.ymus 
189.8-14 
191.29-33 
198.5-9 
215.27-216.2 
• 216.19-28 
230.10-13 
251.6-15 
269.9-270.3 
291.28-292.13 
295.23-26 
299.1-4 
304.17-33 
307.21-308.20 
309.29-310.3 
312.8-20 
317.29-318.9 
320.11-19 
331.4-12 
333.6-27 
335.32-336.16 
337.12-338.3 
344.12-17 
341.32-342.6 
• 
347.5-19 
367.15-24 
378o4-29 
394o1-17 
413.20-30 
• 
• 
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11. DIONYSIUS 
The single scholion bearing the name Dionysius,Acts 5.4,Cra-
mer 85.33 is not otherwise known. It probably comes from Dionysi-
us of Alexandria • 
12o EPIPHANIUS BISHOP OF CYPRUS 
The three fragments from Epiphanius,fourth century,are all 
from his Panarion composed 377 A.D.,and closely follow the origi-
nal. Migne 41. 
8.9 
10.14 
11.6 
Cramer 
135.12 
178.17 
193.21 
13. EUSEBIUS OF CAEAREA 
Epiphanius 
Panarion 21.1.1-4 
Panarion 30.22.7 
Panarion 28,2.5 
Four of the fragments from Eusebius are identifiable in the 
continuous text of his Ecclesiastical History: 
~ 
5.36 
11.22 
12.24 
28.31 
Two, from 
menta: 
8.33 
28.22 
Eusebius 
HE II.l1.2 
HE I.l2.1-3 
HE II.lO.lO 
II.10.4-5 
liiE II.22.1 
a commentary on 
Isaiah 53.8 
Isaiah 18.1-2 
Cramer 
95.31 
197.24 
211.6-9 
422.24 
Isaiah,are 
145.17 
415.2-24 
extant only as catena frag-
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14. EUSEBIUS OF EMESA 
The seven scholia from Eusebius of Emesa are extant only in 
catenae,and are thus a direct contribution to our knowledge of 
his works. Where Cramer gives the simple name Eusebius,Coisl 25 
~ and Barb 582 correct and add 1Emesa'. He belonged to the Antioch 
school in the fourth century. 
• 
~ Cramer 
7.7 107.11 
7.20 111.16 
7.26 113.23 
7.26 113.30 
7.29 115.11 
7.32 116.10 
9.8 154.3 
15. EUTHALIUS 
Into the vexed problem of the identity,date,and works of 
Euthalius we can not here enter.That is matter for a thesis in 
itself.Following Bardenhewer(GAL iii.283f) I assign Euthalius to 
the second half of the fifth century,and the following sections of 
the catena to him: 
Cramer vi-xi,the Summary of Chapters of Acts.In the manu-
scripts this is assigned to Pamphilus but Bardenhewer gives reas-
ons for assigning to Euthalius • 
The Summary of the Journeys of Paul which appears in Coisl 25 
and Barb 582 but not in Cr~er follows the summary of chapters. 
Cramerl.4-14,a brief prolog to Acts. 
Cramer 150.6-25,~ts 9.2,extract from the "Prolog of the 
,\ 
Book of the Apostle Pau~. 
• 
• 
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Cramer 422.13-424.3,Acts 28.3l,extract from the "Prolog of 
the book of the epistles of the same Apostle Paul." 
Cramer 424.5-11 the "Martyologium of Paul the Apostle."It 
appears without lemma • 
16. EVAGRIUS 
One brief scholion,Acts lO.ll,Cramer 177.29 is assigned to 
Evagrius,Barb 582 and Coisl 25 adding "Monk". To what Evagrius it 
belongs is not clear;perhaps to Evagrius Pontikus of the fourth 
century who was a monk and used the allegorical method,which is 
clear in this scholion. 
17. GREGORY OF NAZIANZUS 
One scholion on Acts 2.3,Cramer 19.16 comes from the Oratio 
XLI in Pentecosten of Gregory from the fourth century. 
18. GREGORY OF NYSSA 
One scholion on Acts 2.25,Cramer 45.14 comes ffom the Contra 
Eunomium Book II of Gregory{Migne 45.548 B). 
19.ImSVCHIUS 
Hesychius of Jerusalem in the fifth century,who\ wrote on the 
scriptures largely in the form of scholia,loses himself in uncheck 
ed allegory.The six fragments from the catena are known also in 
other catenae (Migne 93.1388): 
Acts 
2.27 
4.28 
7.35 
Cramer 
47.16 
81.1 
117.34 
7.57 129.16 
Barb 582 and Coisl 25 
• 
Acts 
13.33 
13.36 
Cramer 
224.22 
225.14 
20. IRENAEUS 
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(Hesychius) 
The eleven fragments from Irenaeus are taken from his work 
"Contra Haereaes III.l2",about 180 A.D. and are known in Greek 
only from this catena.They are taken hence into the printed e-
ditions. On p 193 of his edition of 17i0 Massuet says: "Hoc et 
aeqU~~ti~ fragmenta huius capitis Graeca descripsit Grabius e 
catena PP.Ms.optimae,ut ait,motae in Acta Apostolorum quae as-
servatur in Bibliotheca Coll.Novii Oxon"-evidently our 58. 
Acta Cramer Migne 7.892-900 
1.16 11.24 
2.16 31.28 
2.32 49.10 
3.12 61.12 
4.11 74.1 
4.25 78.32 
8.32 144.10 
9.20 160.25 
10.15 180.7 
10.28 183.27 
10.34 185.22 
• 21. ISIDORE OF PELUSIUM 
Isidore,although and Egyptian,stands nearer to the Antioch-
ian school than to the Alexandrian,and in his letters often warns 
against arbitrary exegesis and allegory.All but two of the pas-
sages in the catena are extant in the direct tradition of his 
.-----·---
• 
• 
-- -- --- - ---
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letters (!Ugne ?8). 
Acts Cramer Isidore 1E}2istle 
2.2 17.15 CDXCIV Book I 
5.9 88.6 CLXXXI " 
8.6 133.33 CDXLVII n 
8.6 134.5 CDXLVIII n 
8.6 134.12 CDXLIX " 
8.6 134.20 CDL " 
10.2 171.22 CCXLIV n 
13.10 216.3 CCCLIV 
" 
1?.19 285.18 XCI Book II 
17.23 292.13 LXIX :Book IV 
19.35 325.18 CCVII Book IV 
21.26 352.10 lines 14-1? are Chrysostom as in Cramer 
286.18-2l;remainder·unidentified. 
23.9 368.33 unidentified 
28.15 411.30 CCCXXXVII Book I 
22. JOSEPHUS 
Josephus is several times quoted by other writers,e.g.Eu-
sebius and Chrysostom,and appears once with an independent echo-
lion of his own,Acts 21.38,Cramer 355.13,from the Ant.XX.8.10. 
23. MA.Xn.rus CONFESSOR , died 662 A.D. ,latest source of catena 
New College 58(Cramer) gives two scholia from Maximus,only 
one of which I can identify,Acts lO.lO,Cramer 176.24 from ~uaes­
tio XXVII(Migne 90.352 C).The other is on Acts 22.29,Cramer365.11. 
Barb 582 adds two to these:- (1) a gloss on ywvta' Acts 4.11, 
fol 45v of Barb 582, Mo:!;q.t.ou-TOUTeO"Tl v T1)<: eKKA1)crt a<; and (2) Acts 
9.?,Cramer 153.20.Cois1 25 also gives as Maximus,although it I 
,I 
Jl:'""--;""-;:::-~ .• ~~·-·~~-~=-=.o=c-.~-~-~ ....,..,  ~~-------~-------------
• 
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appears as belonging to Didymus in New College 58(Cramer). 
24. NICOLAUS 
This name is but little known in the history of exegesis.In 
the catena four scholia are attributed to Nicolaus,Monk and Pres-
byter of Ancyra.The first three are probably from a commentary on 
Joel,the last on Amos. 
Acts Cramer 
2.19 35.5 
2.20 37.17 
2.21 38.17 
7.43 124.1 
25. ORIGEN 
It is not surprising that Origen,who was condemned as a here-
tic,contributes so little to the catena. Origen wrote no commenta~ 
on Acts. 
Acts Cramer 
1.12 lO.l?,a fragment from Stromata V,not otherwise known. 
7.4 105.6 unidentified 
4.32 82.15,a catena fragment on Gen.ll.? (Migne 12.112A) 
?.52 127.12 Ad A,d'fricanum 9 (Migne 11.72 A) 
21.38 355.8-12 unidentified. 
• 26. SEVERIANUS BISHOP OF GABALA 
The names Severianus and Severus present unusual difficul-
ties since in contraction they are identical,and thus gave rise 
to much confusion which is evident in the manusc~ipts of the ca-
tena.! have been unable to locate any of the fragments from Sever-
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ianus. Without an edition of the works of Severus and Severianus 
it is impossible to unravel all the uncertainties. 
Aots 
2.1 
2.3 
2.3 
2.4 
2.? 
2.13 
2.14 
2.16 
2.19 
2.19 
2.20 
qramer 
16.15 , Severus in all manuscriptst New College 58 adds 
20.4 
22.5 
24.6 
26.30 
29.18 
30.24 
"Gabala11 • 
Severus New College 58;Severianus Barb 582,Coisl 25 
32.6 Joel 2.28 
34.21 
35.18 
3?.1 
?.9 108.29 New College 58 gives Severus,wrongly 
?.41 
10.4 
23.5 
120.15 
1?2.24 
36?.3 New College 58,Severus;Barb 582,Severianus Bishop of 
Gabala;Coisl 25,Severus Bishop of Gabala. 
2?. SEVERUS BISHOP OF ANTIOCH ,512-518 A.D. 
This catena makes its most important contribution in the frag-
ments from Severus. His works are all lost in Greek except for ca-
~ tenae fragments.Fortunately portuons have been preserved in Syriac 
translation and have been edited by Rubens and Duval in the Patro-
logia Orientalis,and by E.W.Brooks,in the same corpus.The Syriac 
follows the Greek verbatim.The Severus scholia of this catena have 
never been gathered and edited,and hence have found little attention 
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among scholars.It is clear from what source dat_a are given that 
the scholia are not from a commentary on Acts. I must leave to 
the history of doctrine the task of treating the question of the 
doctrinal stand point of Severus.Upon catena research rests only 
~- the task of exhibiting in critical fo~ the source on which may 
.. _ 
be built the history of doctrine. For Severus the catena is of 
special importance since it alone has preserved in Greek the parts 
of his writings which appear there. 
Severus was compelled to flee to Egypt in 518 because of his 
monophysite heresies.This raises the question of why the catenist 
should quote a heretic for scripture exegesis. Two answers may be 
given:(l) The collocation of Severus passages along with those of 
orthodox writers,as in the important Christological passage on 
L Peter 4.1, shows that to the cat'enist at least, Severus ranks as 
I 
an orthodox theologian.(l) (2) The position which Cyril gives in 
his letter to Eulogius as quoted by John Drungarius in his pre-
log to each of the major prophets:-( 2 ) ou no:v-ro:,oao: '-syoucnv 01 o:L-
psnKoL,cet.uy81v Ju;·_L 7\o:po:t-ruaeo:t XP11•noAAo: yo:p O!J.OAoyouo-tv wv X€U T)!let~ 
O!J.OAOYOU!J.C:V 
~ Cramer Source Patrologia Orientalis 
2.1 16.4 
2.1 16.15 
2.2 16.30 o:no }..oyou MH 
2.3 20.4 
2.3 20.33 
2.3 21.7 o:no Aoyou KE 
2.3 21.18 
(1) Staab:Kath p 321 ff 
(2) Fau1haber:Prophetenkatenen 
VI.l46,HYmn on Pente-
cost 
Severianus,Barb 582, 
Coisl 25 
VI.l51,Pentecost 
VI.l5l,Pentecost 
~~---------------------------------------- --- -~~ 
·•· 
ACTS 
2.13 
2.22 
2.24 
2.24 
2.24 
2.24 
2.2? 
CRAMER 
29.32 
40.14 
43.23 
44i.31 
44.4 
45.? 
47.5 
2.28 47.26 
2.32 
" 2.34 
3.2 
3.3 
3.? 
3.? 
3.22 
49.22 
49.25 
50.29 
58.1 
58.19 
58.33 
59.21 
59.25 
68.14 
68.25 
82.21 
82.25 
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SOURCE 
"from the answer to 
Eupraxius,steward." 
<X1tO A.oyou OZ 
x<Xt fle'! oA.tyo: 
ex '!OU at~ '!O <Xytoc; 
0 8eo(; ~UV'!<XYfl<X'!O' 
Patrologia Orientalis 
VI.l53,Pentecost Hymn 
XVI.802,Hom ?? 
ex '!OU npo(; '!OV AA.txapvo:aea 
~UV'!O:YfLO:'!O«; 
" " 
<XTCO A.oyou OZ 
KIX~ !J.S't" oA.tya. 
(X1to Aoyof.l. PKr 
o:rro A.oyou 06. 
omo A.oyou 06. 
xa.t fLE't oA.tyoc 
XVI.802,Hom ?7,1ike Cramer 
43.23 above 
XII.102,Ho:qt ?4 
XII.98 Hom 74 
XII.103 Horn ?4 
XII.l03 Hom ?4 
XII.l05 Hom ?4 
eK TOU K<X'trl.. -r~c; '!OU AA.txapvo:ae~c; <X1tOAOyLac; 
aUV't<XYfl<X'tOO' 
X<Xt fLE't oA.ty<X 
ex '!~~ npoc; ITe'tpov f.l.OV<X~OV'to: ent~'!OA~c; 
ex '!OU rrpoc ~wxetv ent~'toA.~, 
3.22 
4.33 
4.33 
?.8 108.1-10 10-13 ex rrpo(; Eurrpet~tov XIV.44-45 
' xouBtxouA.o:p~ov 
?.8 
o:noxp t <~ewe; 
108.16 'tOU O:U'!OU 
?.8 
?.10 
108.20 
109.16 
7.33 116.34 
7.51 
8.1? 
127.1 
136.28 
'tOU Q:U'TOU 
o:no Aoyou PB 
ex -r~c; npoc; I~<Xvv~v Belongs with letter 24,XII. 
219ff though not found there 
i 
., 
I 
I 
8.3o 
8.33 
8.33 
9.25 
10.2 
10.42 
10.44 
12.5 
13.4 
13.31 
13.34 
13.36 
14.16 
14.27 
15.28 
15.38 
15.39 
16.18 
16.25 
17.30 
17.31 
17.31 
21.22 
23.5 
Cramer 
143.15 
145.23 
145.27 
162.23 
171.14 
188.20 
199.13 
202.30 
214.1 
223.12 
224.30 
225.8 
237.18 
241.8 
253.20 
255.26 
258.31 
271.24 
274.26 
296.23 
298.26 
298.32 
3~9.20 
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Source Patrologia Orientalis 
ex ~~c npo~ Avau~aatov otaxovov XIV.l891 
£1t LCf't'OAl1~ 
EX ~~~ npo~ ~OAMVa entaxonov enta~oA~C Ka~a 
Eux L T'JlV 
ex 't'~C npoc M~-rpav np@~euov~« enta-ro>..~c 
ano >..oyou KH 
EX T~C 7tpoc Mapwva enta~OA~C 
ex -r~c npoc Tt~oSEov ~PXLEnLaxonev A>-eeav8petac 
S7tta~OATjC 
EX ~~' npoc Atoeatvouc E7tta~o>..~c 
XIV.l55;full 
of holes 
EX 't'~C npoc ~@xav xat Eunpa~tov xou~txou>..aptov 
entcr~o>..~c -Barb 582 
EX -rr1c npoc ~ouc entcmonouc enta~o>-~c 
In Barb 582 and Coisl 25;not in New College 58 
!X -rou xa~a T~C otae~x~c Aa~ne-rtou entgToo~c 
ex -rou xa~a. A>..e~avopov auv-ray~a-roc 
~OU (XU~OU 
367.3,Severus in New College 58;Severianus bishop of Gab 
ala in Barb 582;Severus bishop of Gabala in Cois~~ 
../ 
·~~~~-~--~-=--~~=-==~~~~~~-~------------~~----~--~-~--~~-~---· 
i. 
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Acts Cramer Source 
24.15 379.8 SK ~OU }(.~~IX ~~v K~OLXSAA~v AAa~~vopst~~ 
26.8 390.6 ~ou GI.UTOU 
26.8 390.11 KO:L f.LS 'r OAt yO'. 
28.25 418.3 ltiXl fl.S't OALyo: 
28. THEODORET BISHOP OF CYRUS , fifth ventury. 
Acts Cramer Theodoret lfigne 
13.22 219.30 1 Kings 13.8,~uaestiones xxviii 80.556 B 
13.47 229.26 Isaiah 49.6 81.429 c 
21.24 350.28 NUIDbers 6.2,Q,uaestiones xi 80.362 A 
21.25 351.5 " n n 
28.3 408.7-12 GBnesis ch.l,~uaestiones xviii 80.97 c 
29. THEODORE OF HERACLEA,fourth century 
The three scholia bearing the name of Theodore of Heraclea 
on Acts 8.32-33,Cramer 145.3,9,12 from a catena on Isaiah found 
in Codex Vat 755 are probably from an Isaiah commentary. 
30. THEOJ6DORE THE MONK 
Two scholia bear the lemma 
Acts 2.17,Cramer 33.18,and Acts 13.4l,Cramer 227.l.In spite of the 
fact that all the manuscripts assign them to this author,Cramer 
~. prints the name of Theodotus of Ancyra,from whom we have no ex-
egetical works. The name presents an insoluble riddle since the 
names Theo4ore and Theodotus in contraction are so sirni1ar.In 
the catena to the Minor prophets on Hosea 2.16 occurs a scholion 
with the lemma Theodotus which really comes from Theodore of Mop-
l 
l 
i' 
I 
I 
! 
~-- --~-----~---~~~~~~~~~~--~~--~~~~~~~~-
• 
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aueatia.Cramer's Munich catena on Romans 7.7-16.1 contains 40 
acholia from a Theodore Monk.Some of these can be found in the 
extant writings of Theodore of Mopsuestia and Diodor,but there 
is still a balance unaccounted for.Our two scholia are either 
from Theodore Mopsuestia,Diodor,or Theodoret,or from an unknown 
. 
Theodore Monk. I have been unable to locate in the above writers. 
31. THEODOTUS OF AlTCYRA , fifth century. 
One acholion,Acts 3.16,Cramer 64.3 is from the "Expoaitio 
aymboli Nicaeni" of Theodotua(Migne 77.1317 C). 
32. THEOPHILUS BISHOP OF ALEXANDRIA , fourth and fifth centuri~' 
One brief scholion on Acts 8.2l,Cramer 139.15-19 is ascribed 
to Theophilua of Alexandria;it is otherwise unknown • 
I' I I 
I I 
I 
1
-,_,_ 
,, 
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D. AUTHORSHIP AND DATE. 
1. Manuscript evidence of authorshi~. 
The sole manuscript evidence of authorship of the catena 
appears in a paragraph at the end of Coisl 25,printed on page 
v of Cramer. It is also found in Athas Pantel.7?0,XIV century, 
folio 207v with the single variant Ot[lcxp-rw'Aou for 
Staab has pointed out that Coisl 25 is probably the source 
for Pantel 770 and not the contrary,as the paragraph in Pantel. 
occurs at the end of the catena on Acts and Catholic Epistles-
as in Coisl 25-but not at the end of the whol~ manuscript,as 
(1) 
though Andreas were author of the whole. Following this par-
agraph, the only notice of authorship of the Acta catena there 
is,Andreas has been considered its author for centuries. Cramer 
on p.xi calls him ••vir ut videtur eiusmodi commentariis consar-
cinandis exercitatus sed incertae et patriae et aetatis." Von 
Soden would identify him with Andreas of Crete( 2 ) but the latter 
is lnown as the best church orator of his time and a learned dog-
matic rhetorician,qualities which would exclude the catenist. 
'.Lhis paragraph stands alone; no obherc .,descendant of the ar-· 
chetype has it. The assumption therefore lies near at hand that 
it crept into Coisl 25 from some other source. This source is 
evndently the Isaiah catena found in several manuscripts.There 
is the high probability that the copyist of Coisl 25 or a later 
user of it inserted this paragraph from the Isaiah catena,and 
the copyist of Pantel 770 took it from Coisl 25.The name must 
be dropped for Andreas as compiler of the Acts catena. 
(1) Staab: Kath p 347 
(2) Von Soden: Die Schriften,etc vol i,p530 
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2. Internal evidence for date and authorship 
The terminus a quo is furnished by the date of the latest 
author quoted,Maximus Confessor who died in 662 A.D. The terminus 
ad quem is the oldest manuscri·:pt of the catena,Jerusalem Monastery 
of the Cross 25, IX century. :Between these extreme lies the date 
of composition. Lacking other data,we are left to the VIII century 
as the date of composition. 
The question of author is the most obscure :problem in the 
whole field of catena research for in a real sense a catena has 
no author. It is a compilation and only in a small degree the work 
of its com:piler.There being no manuscript evidence for even the 
name of the compiler of the Acts catena, we are left entirely de-
pendent upon the catena itself. 
The search for those materials in a catena which are direct-
ly due to the catenist is complicated beyond all solving by the un-
certainty of the lemmata.Given a number of nameless scholia,it is 
im:possib~e to know which may come from the catenist and which from 
an anonymous author.The Acts catenist has doubtless contributed 
scattered fragments but we can not determine which are his.Gener-
ally s:peaking,where the scholia can be controlled by reference to 
direct tradition,he has quoted them closely following his source. 
His aim was evidently to :present a synthesis of the Alexan-
drian and Antiochian schools of exegesis,often using re:presenta-
tives of both schools on the same verse.The fact that he quotes 
~~ sixty scholia from Severus,the highest number of any author ex-
cept for Chrysostom and Ammonius,shows that he does not rank Se-
verus with the heretics. 
The compiler must remain forever unknown.He was a transmitter 
not a creator,and even if more could be known of his point of view 
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his significance would be relatively slight. However interest-
ing it mightbe to know more of the exegetical stand p~int of the 
VIII century,his great contribution would still be the materials 
he has passed on to us from the classical pe~iod of biblical ex-
egesis. In fact his age had no distinctive tendency in exeeesis 
other than the movement toward works of compilation. 
Since this catena has been known to scholarship under the 
name of Andraas, I retain that name in the remainder of the thesis 
always remembering to prefix a Pseudo. 
• 
THE 
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PROBLEM WORKED 0 U T 
III.HISTORY OF THE EXEGESIS OF ACTS IN THE EARLY GREEK CHURCH 
This section of the thesis is the real purpose of its writ-
ing.The stu~ of the catena to Acts has furnished us the lines 
to follow to reconstruct the history of the exegesis of Acts in 
the Greek Fathers. To complete this reconstruction,three lines 
of evidence are available: (l)the catena to Acts, (2)the other-
wise known Greek patristic writers,and (3) manuscripts of com-
mentaries from the period subsequent to our catena. For purposes 
of c1arity,I divide the entire period under consideration into 
three major sections. 
(I ) THE PERIOD ,4:HTERI OR TO OUR CATENA 
Under this period we study all the Greek Fathers who wrote 
commentaries on Acts,both those cited in the catena and those 
not appearing there. 
1. The earliest known commentator on Acts is Clement of Al-
exandria. From scholia to be found in the Oecumenius cammentary 
on the Pauline letters,it is clear that Clement commented on cer-
tain sentences of the biblical writings in the form of scholia 
after the manner which Origen also employed.These scholia were 
upon scattered passages of the Bible and could harly be consider-
ed a commentary.The one short scholion on Acts 7.25,Cramer 113. 
17 is entirely in accord with these facts. 
2.Nothing is known of any commentary of Origen on Acts,but 
Jerome in his table of the homilies of Origen,Epistola 33,ascribes 
17 homilies on Acts to hi. These are not otherwise known except 
• 
-102-
for a fragment of the fourth homily in the Philocalia,Migne 14. 
829-832.The scholia from Origen in this catena are not from any 
homily or commentary on Acts. 
3. Di~mus. Under the an~lysis of the sources o£ the catena, 
we have shown that the fragments from Di~us the Blind of the 
fourth century ~re so numerous, that,although there seems to be no 
direct ancient testimony as to a commentary of his on Acts,we are 
lead to infer such a work from his hand.Di~mus followed the foot-
steps of Origen and is in general allegorical in his exegesis,al-
though in the New Testament he does pay Ronsiderable attention to 
the natural sense of the text.Our compiler has taken over consid-
erable portions of this commentary on Axts both consciously under 
the name of Didymus,and also under the anonymous scholia. 
4. Of the commentary on Acts of Theodore of Mopsuestia as 
vouched for by the list of the Syrian Ebedjesu,"Actus Apostolorum 
ad Basilium uno commentatus est tomo",(l) nothing exists,and no 
trace is found in the catena unless it be under the lemma "Theo-
dore the Monk and Presbyter". 
5.Likewise the commentary of Diodor of Tarsus mentioned by 
Suidas in his Lexicon( 2 ) has been lost and no trace remains. Dio-
dor in conscious contrast to the Alexandrian school represented 
the grammatical and historical methods of exegesis. 
6.About the year 400 A.D.Chrysostom treated the entire book 
of Acts in 55 homilies at Constantinople.These homilies form the 
ground work and back bone of the catena,together with scholia from 
(1) Assemani,Bibl.Or. 3.1.32-33 
(2) Barnhar~ 1,1,1379 
• 
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other homilies of Chrysostom.He is the most important represent-
ative of the Antioch school of exegesis if we measure him by his 
influence on posterity.Enough has been said in the section on 
the analysis of sources to show the important character of this 
strand of the catena • 
7.The study of the catena makes it plain that an important 
source of the compiler was a book of scholia on Axts by Ammonius, 
Presbyter of Alexandria in the fifth century.Catena fragments 
are the sole remains of the doubtless extensive works of Ammon-
ius. Cramer's catena on John also has Ammonius fragments Bf so 
numerous and extensive a character that one could reconstruct an 
almost complete commentary on John by Ammonius • 
8.Into the extremely complicated question of ~uthalius we 
can not enter.Suufice it to say that it is clear that he brought 
out an edition 1fle) Acts provided with important introductory ma-
terials,parts of which appear in the catena.This was probably not 
so much a commentary as it was a collection of data on the life 
of Paul together with a synopsis of the contents of Acts. 
9. If ~ theory of the existence of an anonymous commentary 
making use of Di~us is correct,we would place it here.We are 
without data as to its date or author. 
(II).THB FOR1~TION OF THE CATENA 
As shown in the section on the analysis,it was probably in 
~ the eightA century tAat the catena was compiled.Tbe period of in-
dependent exegesis had passed and the church turned its attention 
to conserving the past,with a view to showing the essenti~l harmony 
of the orthodox Fathers augmented by orthodox truth from heretics. 
• 
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The editor took the homilies of Chrysostom as a frame work , 
and together with scholia from other works of Chrysostom,he in-
cluded selections from the commentaries of Didymus and Ammonius, 
adding scholia from the works of the other authors who appear.Be-
ginning with Clement of Alexandria he borrowed from writers down 
to almost his own day,the last being Maximus Confessor,who died 
662 A.D. With the scholia from known writers he mingled over the 
entire area of his work many anony~ous passages.It is possible tha~ 
he may have had a source book of such anonymous scllolia,although 
there is no manuscript evidence for such a work,as there is for hi~ 
catena on the Catholic Epistles.In addition there are scattered 
over the catena marginal glosses whose origin it is impossible to 
determine. The contribution of the compiler was small,consisting 
of a few connecting words here and there. The catena proper was 
prededed by a summary of tne contents of the pericopae,and by 
an account of the journeys of Paul.Then came the catena with a 
repition of the appropriate heading from the summary of contents, 
followed by a few words of scripture text and this followed by 
the quotations from the fathers.The work closed with a long sec-
tion of the "Prolog of the epistles of the apostle Paul,"and the 
martyrolggium of Paul, both from Euthalius. 
(III.) PERIOD AFTER THE FORMATION OF THE CATENA:COMMENTARIES 
EMPLOYING ANDREAS. 
In the very nature of its subject matter,so much of which was 
narrative,the Acts never presented to the church Fathers the rich 
field for exegesis found in the gospels or the Pauline letters. 
Consequently we do not find the distinct types of catena on Acta 
that we do for the rest of the New Testament.There was only one 
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catena on Acts which was worked up into three different commen-
taries. 
It is to be observed that these productions are not catenae 
but attempts at smoothly flowing commentaries.Except in a few 
cases the lemmata have disappeared and the scholia are run togeth-
~ er to form a continuous text,practicall~ valueless for modern crit-
• 
ical purposes. The direction of an ancient reader was directed 
solely to the religious content of a commentary,while ours is di-
rected first to critical problems. 
Catena research sifts the immense heaps of catena manuscripts 
for new patristic texts,new recensions of known texts,new sources 
for the identification of anonymous scholia,in short seeks to con-
struct a picture of the history of exegesis. The contents of this 
exegesis take second place,and the consideration of the materials 
for their edifying elements falls out of consideration. 
One point in regard to these commentaries is clear.They are 
all dependent upon the Andreas catena and are not in any senrue 
sources for it.Extended analysis shows that those passages which 
are common to Andreas and the commentaries,usually appear inthe 
latter in a secondary form.They are often recast;often a single 
paragraph of the commentary is composed of two or more scholia 
from different authors of Andreas compressed and paraphrased. In 
other words,Andreas follows almost verbatim the direct tradition 
of the authors quoted, whereas the commentaries combine,re-arrange 
recast and otherwise change their sources • 
• 
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1) THE: THEOPHYLACT TYPE OF C OMMENTAR Y 
The first type of commentary to be eonsidered comprises four 
manuscripts. One of these ,Codex Vienna 150( 0840; ·1524 )XIV ventury, 
was printed by Sifanus in his edition of 1567 at Cologne entitled: 
.. 
11 Theophylacti Achridae in Bulgaria archiepiscopi expositio in Acta 
Apostolorum." On the basis of his manuscript,Sifanus assigned this 
uommentary to Theophjlact. 
The commentary in the main follows the Andreas catena,with a 
strong emphasis and admixture of Chrysostom,especially at the be-
ginning. MY extensive analysis shows that Von Soden was right when 
he says that only in Acts 1-3 are the additions to the Andreas ca-
tena of great extent and most of these additions are from Chrysos 
tom.In Acts 4-5 there are 18 scholia not in Andreas;in chapters 
6-7,nine scholia,and in chapters 8-15 but four short acholia.From 
there on, there are seldom scholia which do not also appear in An-
dreas, though they often appear in another order.(l). 
A sedond manuscript,Athens 490 (6~42; 254) )XIV/XV century, 
contains a caumentary asdribed to Theophylact closely related to 
the above manuscript.MY photographic of Acts l-2,and 28 shows that 
it is the same commentary through out as Vienna 150 plus many 
scholia from Andreas,and some which are not in Andreas.The scholia 
taken from Andreas in addition to the type of commentary in Vienna 
15o are invariably taken verbatim.Many of the scholia have the 
name of their author in the margin beside them,and there is fre-
quent marginal use of the signs w ,~H p which equal our N.B. 
(l)Von Soden:Die Schriften des NT etc, vol l,p.688f 
• 
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)XI centu:ry has 
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A third manuscriptp,Codex Vat 760(Anp12;437 
numerous extrac~ from the commentary of Vienna 150.These though 
less extensive,follow the exact order of the manuscripti This 
arragement is found in folia 1-180 of this manuscript. 
A fourth arrangement is found in this same Vat 760 in folia 
181-248,.These also are extract from the commentary of Vienna 
150 but taken in a very arbitrary manner,and are less numerous 
and less extensive than those in fol 1-180. 
These last two arrangements taken from a manuscript of~e 
XI century,are our only possible clue to the date of this type 
of commentary. If they may be regarded as a source for the oommen-
tary of Vienna 150 and Athens 490,the latter may well come fiDem 
the XIV/XV centuries.If they are an abridgment of the latter,they 
must be at least as old as the XI century.! do not have sufficient 
on Vat 760 to show whether it be a sourfe or an abridgment. 
Although this commentary appears in two manuscripts tn 
company with genuine works of Theophylact,h~s name can not ~ con-
nected with the commentary on Acts,for the following reasons. 
(a) ihe \vor.ks of ;.iheophylact were extremely popuJ.ar Wid 1'ow1a. 
~any copyists.Staab names twenty-nine manuscripts containi~ the 
commentary on the Pauline letters by Theophylact,whereas this 
Acts commentary exists complete in but one. 
~b) The genuine commentaries of Theophylact are based on one 
or two verses of Scripture text at a time,while the Acts commentary 
~ especially after the middle of Acts, is based on a laree number 
of verses at once. 
(c) The genuine works of Theophylact show a mind which has 
re-worked his sources,often to such an extent that nothing but 
the original thought is left,the form and words having been so 
-108-
thoroughly absorbed in the thought;the 
large sections verbatim from Andreas. 
Acts commentary contains ---1 
(d) The genuine Theophylact is no where a catenist,all traces 
of sources having disappeared;the Acts commentary,especially in 
Athens 490 retains many lemmata. 
We are left then without name or sure date for this commen-
tary.What we have is the work of an admirer of Chrysostom who 
planned a commentary on the basis of Andreas,the latter to be em-
I .. 
,, 
belli shed with passages from Chrysoetom not found in Andreas, but :il 
as the work proceeded, the zeal of the author abated and he aon- !
1 
tented himself after the beginning with excerpting and re-working 
Andreas. 
2) The "Textus Alter" type of commentary. 
A second type of commentary was published by Rubeis and Fi-
netti at Venice,l754-1763,from Codex Vat 652(0np40;!S42}} uneer the 
title:Sanctissimi Archiepiscopi totius Bulgariae Domni Theophylactl 
Expositio in Acta Apostolorum,ex codice Vaticano.This is the only 
manuscript of thSls type of commentary to contain the name Theo-
ph.ylact.On fol ·16v a line has been erased and the name written in. 
This is the oldest and poorest manuscript of this type. 
The fact that this commentary is found in a manuscript(Paris 
216} of the X century,which is the century prior to the life time 
of Theophylact,decisively removes his name from any claim to au-
thorship. This commentary fillows Andreas through out, with ad-
ditions from Chrysostom in the first chapter of Acts. A carefully 
prepared analysis and comparison with Andreas with Andreas shows 
that the commentary is a unity.The compiler has used many of the 
fl 
I 
I 
'l 
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authors in Andreas,but his preference is Chrysostom.The discus-
sion of the Oecuocnius comnentary will give details as to the 
authmrs quoted. In some instances he has recast his Andreas source 
preserving only the thought.Sometimes he has made a paragraph 
by combining portions of several authors !rom his sourcc,and the 
scholia do not always appear in the same order as in Andreas. 
Extensive comparison with the Theophylact commentary shows that 
the two are independent works. 
The following manuscripts contain this commentary:-
(a) Codex Paris 216 (0 5;605),X century.See photographic copy 
(b) Codex Coisl 224 ( 0 10;250)XI century. See photograph. 
(c) Codex Vienna 302 (0 12;424) XI century.See photograph. 
(d) Codex British Yuseum Curzon 80.15 (0 29;911) See photograph 
(e) Codex Athos Paulu 2(0 21;1862) XII century. Incomplete. 
(f) Codex Vat 1270 (0 46;641) XII/XIII century. 
(g) Codex Vat 652 ( o:<p41; F;)XIV century. This was printed in 
llisnc 125 from Finctti's edition. 
(h) Codex Oxford New College 59( 0 36;327)XIII century.See copy 
( i) Codex Paris 220 ( r,e44; !,!)~ )XIII century. This is an es-
pecially interesting manuocript.The title is so faded that only 
a few words can be traced out,among them however the words:-
n1 B0H •• fil'(\t;.\'> -,y:, Staab SJlYB thut this commentary 
agrees with the Textus Tertius of ~igne 125(l) ,but ouch is only 
partially the case,for my copies show that it is composed or 
alternate excerpts from the •Textuo Alter" and the "Textuo Tertius 
on two extra folia appearo the statement that the coCI:~entarieo 
(l)Staab:Pauluokatenen,p.224 
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in the codex are by Andreas of Crete,but this notice in a later 
hand in mixed barbaric Latin and Greek is directly opposed to 
the name of Theophvlaot,as noted above,and deserves as little 
weight as that.We have already seen reasons for denying to Andreas 
of Crete the right to be called a catenist;and we have seen that 
~ neither the Textus Tertius nor the Textus Alter come from him. 
.. 
5)The Oecumenius type of co~~entary. 
A third co~~entary was published at Verona by Donatus in 1532 
under t he name of Oecumenius Bishop if Tricca. Until the present 
it was not known on what manuscript Donatus based his printed e-
dltion,but Staab has shown conclusivelythat this was Codex Paris 
219.(l) 
The name Oecumenius does not appear in any known manuscript 
as the author of this corncentary.Donatus set this name over this 
and the other co~entaries published by him solely 6n hia inter-
pretation of a scholion at the close of the Epistle to the Colos-
sians bearing the lemna Occumenius.(2) Further study has shown 
that this lemma in no wise refers to Oecumenius as author but only 
as one among the authors quoted.Further,Diekamp has shown to the 
satisfaction of scholars,that Oecumenius lived about 600 A.D.Hence 
Staab:Pauluakatenen,p 156-151 
Donatus' preface in Uigne 118.23-26 
Diekarnp:Yittcilungen tiber den neu aufgefundenen Kommentar des 
Oekumcnius zur Apokalypse,see biblio6raphy. 
,, 
II 
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the name Oecumenius can not be connected with this commentary, 
and we are lett without data as to the name and date of its com-
piler. Since this name has for centuries been attached to this 
comrr.entary,I shall retain the Oecumenius always remecbering that 
it must be preceded by a Pseudo • 
This commentary is not a unity as is the Teatus Alter.It di-
vides at Acts 7.20 and from there on is intimately connected with 
the Textus Alter.In fact the comphler basi incorporated the latter 
almost entire from Acts 7.20 on,omitting only 15 short scholia 
which aloo appear in Andreas and adding some 52 others from An-
dreas.~ tables of analysis entirely bear out Von Soden in these (1) 
figures. Vat 1270 and 652 of the Textus Alter end at V.igne 118. 
305B in the middle of a paragraph,but the other Textuo Alter man-
uscripts agree completely with the Oecucenius ending. 
In orddr to bring out more clear~' the character of this 
commentary,which is so nenrly identical also with the Textus Alter 
I append an analysis of certain chapters. The co~entary is con-
otruated from Andreas sources as follows:-
7.20-24 Eusebius of Emese 
Di~us 
Ammoniua 
7.24-29 Eusebiuo of Emesa 
Cyril 
unidentified 
~ 7.30-32 Chrysostom,excerpted fro~ Andreas 
7.32-37 a paragraph woTen together from Didymus,Cyril,Severus 
Cyril 
7,37-42 unidentified 
(1) Von Soden:Die Schriftcn des r.r,vol 1, p 692ff 
• 
7.47-50 
7.51 
7.52-53 
7.54-55 
7.56-58 
15.1-5 
15.6-9 
unidentified 
Cyril 
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Chrysostom re-arranged 
Origen 
Chrysostom re-arranged 
Chrysostom 
aneiphraphou 
Chrysostom 
unidentified 
Chrysostom 
unidentified 
Cyril re-arranged 
Chrysostom 
unidentified 
Chrysostoo altered 
Ammonius,verbatim 
Chrysostom 
Ammonius 
15.10-12 Chrysostom 
15.13 
15.14 
15.15-21 
15.22-36 
15.35-41 
16.1-5 
16.6-8 
16.9 
16.10-12 
16.13-15 
Ammon ius 
Chryoostom altered 
unidentified 
Chryoostom and Cyril combined 
Chryoootom altered-five ocbolia 
Chrysootom-aix scho11a 
anepigraphou 
Ammonius abridged 
Chrysoatom 
Ammon ius 
Chryeostom and on 
e unioent\.t\.ea. 
• 
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16.16-25 Chrysostom,3 scholia 
Severuo 
20.1-16 unidentified 
20.16-36 Chrysostom,ancpigraphou 
Chryoostom,Ammonius 
Chrysostom,Ammonius 
Chrysostom,2 scholia 
21.1-8 unidentified 
21.8-14 Chrysostom and Amznonius 
21.15-25 Chrysostom and Theodoret 
21.26-22.30 Chrysostom,Josephuo,and Chrysostom 
28.1-10 Theodoret 
Ammonius-excerpt 
28.11-16 Cyril 
Isidor 
28.1 ?-24 Ammon! us and Chrysostom 
'Eusebi us 
28.25-31 nnepigraphou 
Easil-part of a paragra;h 
Chrysostom 
Prolog to Epistles of Paul , shortened 
unidentified 
The commentary !or Acta l.l-7.19however is entirely unlike 
that in the Textus Alter,being an independent work,showing an 
almost complete re-working or Andreas.It would seem that the 
compiler had planned to make a new type of comrr.entary but at 
Acts ?.20 !or some reason changed his mind and incorporated the 
• 
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work of his predecessor with slight omioaiona and some additions. 
The fact that the commentary is contained in a manuscript of the 
X century(Codex Uonachensis 375)also precludes Theophylact as the 
author.The following manuscripts contain the commentary:-
(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
(e) 
(f) 
(g) 
(h) 
(1) 
(J) 
(k) 
(1) 
(m) 
Codex Monachensia 375,X century. (0 6;0142) 
Codex Paris 219,XI century;was printed by Donatus. 
( 0 14;91) 
Codex Paris 223 ,XI century (or. 102;19~3) 
Codex Cois1in 26,XI century (0 7;0~6) 
Codex Laur.IV.1,X century(O 8;454) 
Codex Laur.VYII.19,not lis~ed in Von Soden and Gregory. 
Codex Athos Kutlum.l6(0WP21;106~)XII century 
Codex Athena 207,XIII century,( 0 26;1360) 
Codex Athena 208,XIV century;(a 555;1405) 
Codex Uoacow 192,XII century;(not in Von Soden;463) 
Codex Bodleian Earocci 3,XI century;(O 11;314),1ncomplete 
Codex Wo1fenbilttel 1042 duc.Gudianus,XII century(a 260;97) 
Negligible are:Laur.IV.29,X century;Paria lOl,XIII ccnt-
ury;Paris 103,XI century;Paria 106A,XIV century. 
• 
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4. SUlllfARY OF THE RELATIONSHIP OF Tim ABOVE COlU!ENTARIES 
Some time after the composition of the Andreas catena,scribes 
began to adapt it to the uses or smooth running commentaries.The 
first one of these to be described above,the Theophylact type,was 
compiled by an admirer of Chryaostom who planned to add lar~ sec-
tions of that Father's works to the materials of Andreas,but whose 
zeal lagged to such an e :xtant, that he soon began to borrow more 
and more from Andreas.Yuch or his source material he worked over 
into other words though preserving the thought. 
The second commentary we have in the Textus Alter of Migne 125. 
The compiler followed his Andreas source through out,abrideing it 
at times and recasting it both in extent and form at times.In the 
first chapter he added material from Chrysostom not found in An-
dreas. 
The third c ornr::entary was compiled by one who would produce an 
entirely n~ commentary by almost totally recasting his Andrena 
souroes.This he did as far as Acts 7.19,but for some unknown reas-
on suddenly changed his plan of procedure,and incorporuted the 
Textus Alter commentary with only slight omissions and a few ad-
ditions from Andreas.This is the so-called Oecucenius commentary. 
Thu& it is clear that the Acts received but one fundamental 
type of cocrnentary,the Andreas catena which later was worked over 
into three different form to produce amooth running commentaries. 
There baa thus been given a survey of the exegeois of Acts 
.. from the second century down to the Reniaasance and Reformation. 
Aside from the fragmentacy· scholia of Clement of Alexandria,the 
commentaries of Didymus and Ammoniua,the lost commentaries of 
• 
• 
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of Diodor and Theodore of Yopsuestia,and the homilies of Chrysos-
tom, we have preserved the Andreas catena,which is a genuine ca-
tcna,and which is in turn the basis of the commentaries known as 
the Theophylact,Textus Alter and Oecumenius types.These are not 
catenae but coz~entaries.Theoe latter are fundamentally but re-
workinga of the Andreas catena. Aprt then from the four exegetical 
writers whuse works are in part extant,and the two Diodor and Theo 
dore of Uopsuestia,whose commentaries are not extant,the~was a 
catena on Acts,the Andreas catena,which re-appeared in three dif-
ferent but closely similar forma. 
• 
• 
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5. LIST OF CATENA UANUSCRIPTS OF IDTASCERTAIUED CONTENTS 
For the sake or com1)lcteness, I append a list or manuscripts 
purporting to contain catena comcentaries on Acts,but which have 
been inaccessible to me. 
(a)Messina University (0 37;1839),XIII century;lacks 1.1-8.2 
(b)Athens 105(a 1100;1829);X century. 
(c)Sinaiticus 279(a 504;1876)XV century. 
(d)Patmos 263mX century;fol 1-10 has scattered scho1ia com-
mencing at Acts 1.18.The scholia are very brief. 
(e)Oxford,Christ Church 38 (a 188;638) XI centur,y. 
(r)~adrid Reg.0.78(a 56;1835) X century.Theophy1act;which? 
(g)Patmos 16(a 74;1175) X century. 
(h)Escoria1 X.1ii.3 (oKP 20 :916 )XII century;none after 8.1 
(i)Escorinl f.ii1.18 (a 55;920) X century • 
• 
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s U Y M A R Y 
The task of tracing the hisotry of the exegesis of Acts in 
the Greek Church down to the invention of printing may be sum-
marized under three heads, since the main problem falls out to 
have been the investigation of the catena on Acts. 
I.The text of the complete Andreas catena on Acts,wl1ich is 
the source of all later recenoione,is to be found in six manu-
acripts,Jerusalem,Uonastery of the Cross 25,Coisl 25,Barberinua 
582,Faria 22l,New College 58,and Athoa Panteleemon 770. On all 
e&cept the first and last I have been able to secure definite 
data.Theoe four are descended from a cocrnon arcbJtype,New College 
being further removed from the source than the other three which 
together form a closely related farnily.A critical edition of 
the catena would uoe Coisl 25 as the textual baais,aince it is 
the most complete and the beat manuscript,giving the readings of 
the other three in footnotes as an apparatus criticue. Readings 
from Coisl 202bis might also be added aa it is an unusually full 
and ve~batim abrid~ent from the catena. 
II.Thmrty fathers comprise the list of sources for the 
catena which bear a narne.Of these Chryooatom contributes the over-
whelming share,the catena being baaed primarily on his fifty-five 
homilies on Acts.Arnconiuo of Alexandria appears with l68,Severus 
with 6l,Didymus with 60,and C~il with 51 scholia.The other father~ 
furnish scholia in varying numbers down to several with onlyone • 
There are also some 56 passages marked and9 
and 38 more with no le=rna at all.Of the sources quoted,only Chry-
aostom,Didymus and Ammoniua are from commentaries on Aots,and of 
theao onlJ Chryoostom's commentary is catant apart from the catena. 
l 
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The analyais of the sources leads to the solution of the prob-
lem of authorship and date. The external manuscript fvidence for 
the name Andreae aa found in Coial 25 and Athos Pantel 770 is aeen 
to be unreliable and the name Andreas dropped. The terminus a quo 
for the date is the latest author quoted,Yaximus Confessor,who dim 
in 662 A.D.,and the terminua ad quem is the oldest manuscript,of 
the X century.The latter date is pushed backward by several con-
siderationa with the reoult that the eighth century is given as the 
period for the composition of the catena. There is no evidence to 
ahow the real name of the author,or much as to his personality,aa 
his work consisted almost entirely in selecting and cementing the 
fragments he quoteo. 
III. The history of the exegesis of Acts,the third main divi-
aion and the real purpoae of the thesis,divides itself into three 
eras as follows:-
A.The pre-catena period down to the eighth century A.D.It is 
ahown that the following men com~nted on Acts:-Clement of Alexan-
dria in a scholion in this catena;Origen in 17 homilies,not extant• 
J 
Ammoniua of Alexandria,likewise extant only in this catena;Theo-
dore of Uopaueotia and Diodor of Tarsus,not extant;Chrysostom in 
fifty-five homilies on Acts delivered in the year 400 A.D. Of the 
above, Chrysostom alone is extant in direct tradition and is known 
aprt from this catena. 
n.The period of the formation of the catena,the eighth cen-
tury A.D. 
c.The pont-catena period in which the Andreas catena was em-
ployed as the basis of the foll~wing cocmentaries:-
------------------.---------- ~"-
• 
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(1) The Theophylact type,as represented in ~igne 125 and 
Codex Athens 490,but not by Theophylact,and found in only four 
manuscripts. 
(2) The ~xtus Alter type,found also in Kigne 125 ascribed 
to Theophylact, but not by him.Author unknown. 
(3)The Oecumenius type,an independent commentary for Acts 
l.l-7.19,but incorporating almost entire the Textus Alter cmmmen-
tary from there on. Author and date also unknown. 
All these forms were copied down to the age of printing • 
lj 
I 
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-134-
Codex Paris 22l,XII oent.,frame catena form; 
fol 54r,Cramer 152.llf;Acts 9.5;42 lines per page 
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-135-
Codex r.ew College 58,XII/XIII cent.,rol lr;Cr l.lff 
-136-
Codex Brit.l!ue.Add.22734,XI cent. ,frame catena; 
!ol 2v;Acto l.lff;Textua Tertius,Mlgne 125.1063f 
------- ----------------
-137-
Codex Athena 490,XIV/XV century; fol 5;'i'heor,h.ylact type 
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-13E=-
Codex Pario 216.X aent.,frame catena form 
Textuo Alter type;fol ~r,lti&ne 125.849 
r"" 
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-139-
Codex Vienna theol.craec.302; XI cent.,!rame catena. 
Textua Alter ty1'c of comrr.enta.ry; fol lOlr. l!igne 125. 
' 
• 
-140-
Codex Brit.Yua.Curzon 80.15,XII cent.,frame catena form 
fol l,Textua Alter type;Uigne 125.853 A 
-141-
Codex New College 59,XIII cent.,frame ca;ena form 
fol lr,Acta l.lf;Yigne 125.849A;Textua Alter type 
-14~-
Codex Coiol 224,XI cent.,trame catena form tol 28v., 
Textuo Alter type;Acts 1.9-12;Uigne 125.856 A 
~ ... 'i . • ' 1\ 
--- ·~ .. .J• 
-143-
Codex Bodleian Darocoi 3,XI cent.,frame catena form 
Oecumeniue type;fol lOT and llr,Acte 11.20;Yigne 118.189C 
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r 
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-144-
Codex Paris 223,XI cent.,column catena form 
Oeoucenius type;!ol 204r,~igne 118.44 
........................ , .... 7 .................. -------------
• 
-~4.5: 
Codex Coisl 26,XI cent.,colucn catena form 
fol 2v;l!igne ll8.32A,44A.Oecumeniuu tyiJe 
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